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Intitled, The Rights of the Clergy in the 


by briſftian Church -aſſerted ; Preach'd- at 
. Newport Pagel i in the County of -Backs, 
by W. Worrox, B. D. and made 
Publick at the 
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Command and Deſire of 
the Biſhop of Lincoln, and the Clergy of 


8 Deaneries of Bucking ham and N enpore. 
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det will they lean on the Lord, and ſo, Is not "4 
anne , Micah 3. 11. 


. war. N 
T = 
Tp s 2 4 _— : 6 
2 F 2 & &A * * 
> * — _ 8 3 * Py a 1 Po * 1 . — RN $4 : C 
para * — : " 
— 5 


65 the Prophets divine for. 2. | 


* 
+ 
* 
7 
. 
* 
* 
* 
# 
* 
*. 
N 


4 
j 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 


* ba, 
a bots. 
Wat, 

292 
* 
5 
os * 
* 
* 


s 
8 wt 
WP 
1 4 £8 
4 4 


= = 
4 
"4 — 
* 
0 * 


#2 
FC.” 
3 
* 
. 
* 


* 
2 5 
— 
* 
8 1 : 
Lg . 


a 4 
22 A 
K = © * A 
” 


<4. +54. de" WP 
8 


5 
8 2 8 * * e uh... a 
<2 1 the 7 x 1 A _ ——_—_ 
* F : 
T 
x 
@* 4 4 P 24 
> 1 
+ x 5 5 
a * 
— 
0 * 
; * 
" 
* 
* 
| : 
5-4 
oe 
| * 
1 * 
8 ; : | 
* 
F 
N ; | 
| 0 
5 
" | 
: Ss 
4 2 ** 
| : — 2 * 
* - | | 
* 
* 
7 | 
4 
LR : 
) a : 
| * 
- 
; * 
$ A 
a — — 
* ; . 
| , 
6 
4 
* | | | 
- | | | 
* - ; : 
| % 
: " 
1 — 4 
* : 7 | 
* 
* ; 
n 
48 N 


. 
* 


15 


ug n — — — — 
1 * . * — 2 


, : ' ; N 18 : — * w W 
1 WA : > . — ” - ” 4 


A DEFENCE of the 


| Rights of the Chriſ- 


tian Church, & 


F T was wo ſmall Satisfaction to the Author 


port Pagnel upon their Biſhop's. primary Viſi- 


tation, but ſince generally extol'd by the whole 


Body, and in ſuch Credit with them, that in 
a few days it bore a ſecond Impreſſion. 


I bis made the Author of rhe Rights think, 
that tho it were too frequent for the Pulpit firſt 


to miſrepreſent a Diſcourſe, and then to com- 


bat its own Miſrepreſentations ; yet that no- 
thing of this nature would be in a Sermon thus 
F pompouſly uſher'd into the world, and cry'd 

up for having deſtroy'd the Principles and ſub- 
verted the Foundation upon which the Rights of 


the Church was built: And therefore he con- 


cluded, that now he ſhou'd be ſo happy as to 
ice the falſe Reaſonings he had been guilty of, 


A 2 at 


of the Rights of the Chriſtian Church, to 
find at laſt one Sermon, amongſt the ſo 

| A. very many preach'd againſt him, appear 
in Print; eſpecially when it was not only re- 

_ commended to the Publick by ſo conſiderable a 

Number of Clergy, as were aſſembled at New- 


4 A Defence of the Rights 
idꝛlzẽ,t leaſt inthe moſt material Points; or elſe if 
he was ſo unfortunate, as not to be convinc'd 


fully recommended, he ſhou'd have an oppor- 
tunity to ſhew them the Motives he had ſtill 
to adhere to his former Sentiments. 


ceive no other Reaſon for writing an Anſwer 
to it, than to ſhew what great Reſpect he had 
for the Clergy aſſembled at Newport Pagnel, 
that they ſhou'd not . think any chic worth 
publiſhing in this Controverſy, but what he 
would fully conſider. Ee, . 
The firſt thing the Author of the Rights is 


Serm. p. 2-15, That he has virtually thrown aſide the 
„ Scriptures, by declaring that every Man is 


4 apreeable to his Will; and in all Religious 
Matters whatever, to 
his own Conſcience. 


| not only virtually throws them aſide, but down- Þ 
] | REST rien 


| , Butupon 
reading this ſo Celebrated Piece, he could per- 


by what ſuch Learned Perſons had ſo power- * 


accus'd of, and which is a heavy Charge indeed, 


72 16 


ce under an indiſpenſable Obligation to wor- 
ce ſhipGod after the manner he thinks moſt * 


follow the Dictates of by 


This the Author of the Rights thinks fo much 
his Duty, that by the Grace of God he will 
not only continue to act ſo himſelf, but will 
endeavour to perſuade all others to do the 

ſame, tho he ſuffers never ſo much by thoſe 
who are againſt worſhipping God according to 
the Manner they think moſt agreeable to his 
Will; and are againſt following the Dictates 
of their own Conſciences, leſt they virtually 
throw aſide the Scriptures. But can any thing 
be a higher Blaſphemy againſt thoſe Divine 
Writings, than ſuppoſing them inconſiſtent 
with Mens acting conſcientiouſly, and with | 
worſhipping, God after the Manner they think 


Y 


moſt agreeable to his Will? This Suppoſition F 


of the Chriſtian Church, 
right cancels them, and with the worſt Cha- 
racter that can be given them; and our 


Preacher is, no doubt, in a fair way of 


ſubverting the Rights of the Church, when he 
can't attack it without he firſt declares againſt 
acting according to Conſcience, and makes the 
Author of the Rights ſtrike nor only at High and 
Low Church, but Chriſtianity it ſat. in affirming, 


Aa 


c 
c 
cc 


ſcends from Father to Son, but every one, 
when capable, is to chuſe his own Church; 
% and the only Motive to determine him, is 
« the ſaving his own Soul. It is not his join- 


Q 


* 


« ſonal Liking. 


for one to be of any Church if he does not chuſe 
E it: For what is chuling a Church, but to prefer 


prefers one Church before another, muſt do it 


And whoſoever condemns one for doing this 
upon the account of ſaving his Soul, and is 
3 -againſt his changing his Church at any time, 


y | tenance, which our Preacher faith goes 4 very 
great way to keep up Religion. Theſe are Myſteries, 


out before the Profane Laity, how proper ſo- 
ever for an Aſſembly of EccleſiaſtickSs. 


Yor, ſince there is no Medium, chuſe to be de- 
SR a A 3 termin'd 


„ That no Man's Religion, like his Lands, de- germ. 5. 2. 


« ing to a Church yeſterday that obliges him 
ce to continue in it to day, but a conſtant per- 

% Butif Men are not born with Religion, as 
they are with Hands or Feet, tis impoſſible 


being of it before not being of it? and he who 


upon ſome Motives either Spiritual or Secular. 


tho his Eternal Salvation requires it, can-only 
have temporal Motives to influence him in the 
Choice of a Church; ſuch as a ſettled Main- 
„ 


one wou' d think, that are not fit to be blab'd 
In a word, if a Man is to have any Religious 


Sentiments, which I ſuppoſe our Preacher will 
not deny, either he muſt chuſe them himſelf, 
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6 A Defence of the Rights 


termin'd by the Judgment of others. In the 


firſt conſiſts the Eſſence of Proteſtantiſm, in 


the ſecond that of Popery: and, as ill-luck 
word have it, what this Aſſerter of the Rights 
of the; Clergy objects againſt the Rights of the 


Church, the allowing Men the Liberty to chuſe 


their own Religion, and to worſhip God after 


the manner they think moſt agreeable to his 


Will, as virtually throwing aſide Scripture, is 
the Foundation on which the Papiſts raiſe their 
Batteries againſt the Proteſtant Religion. And 
one cou'd ſcarce forbear thinking that our 
Preacher had been copying out of the Papers 
found in the Strong Box, and publiſh'd by 
R. Jumes as his Brother's. For as theſe ſay, in 
order to ridicule the Proteſtant Principle of 
private judgment, *Tis not left to every 
Le fantaſtical Man's Head to believe as he 
% pleaſes, and that *tis the ſame thing to fol- 


low one's own Fancy, as to interpret Scrip- | 
Paper 2. “d ture by it: If the Power of interpreting 


"fs $ e 
E 


« Scripture be in every one's Brain, what need 
of Churchmen ? What, no Interpreter of 


: „ Scripture, but what lieth in every Man's 
erm. p.6. © giddy Brain! So our Prieſt faith, + Reli- 
cc £10 does not depend on our Will and Plea- 


ca ſhre; *tis not left to us whether we will 


"66 


_ « tary Agreement, which Men enter into juſt 
cc 

brought in, as 
pur poſe than to confound the Proteſtant Prin- 


ciple of every one's judging for himſelf. Who 


. 
7 


2 
VI * 
4 
can 
8 


% believe or not, or that Men may alter their } 
FP. 12. © Opinion as oft as they pleaſe. © They (the 
eo: : Apoſtles) had no Notion of a State of Na- 


* 


= ture, wherein the People were to chuſe their 1 
P. 1). © own Religion. © Religion is not a volun- 


b as they ſee good, to ſerve God their own | 
way. Anda | ders deal more of ſuch ſtuff, 
ar as I can ſee, for no other 


5 
ot; 
3 
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of the Chriſtian Church. 


from my Lord N———— s Chaplain! And 
let me add (which I can't mention without a 


to the Church of Rome, when they ſee ſo con- 
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is not ſurprisd to hear ſuch things as theſe. 


deep Concern for bur poor Church) that it 
miſt adminiſter no ſmall occaſion of Triumph 


ſiderable a Body of our Engliſh Clergy command. 


and eſte the publiſhing of a Sermon, no ſmall 


part of which is ſpent in pretending to ſhew 
that for Men to follow the Dictates of their 
own Conſciences, and to worſhip God after 


tures. And the Papiſts can't_but be pleas'd to 
| ſee a Book which pulls up Popery by the roots, 
2 attack'd upon ſuch Principles as overthrow the 


in much danger from ſuch Perſons who (what- 


the Manner they think- moſt agreeable to his 
Wil], is virtually to throw aſide the Scrip- 


- Proteſtant Religion; tho I hope that can't be 


eiuer their Intentions may be) afford Men, by all 
their Actions as well as Diſcourſes, if duly con- 
3 ® fider'd, invincible Arguments againſt an Im- 


{ plieite Belief: And to do our Preacher juſtice, 


f 7} thete's fearce a Line in the whole Sermon, but 


miſſion, I mean to fuch Guides as himſelf. 


as to Mifrepreſenting; as will appear from the 


in the Rights of the Church; “ That in Matters 
4 of Religion men are ſtill in a State of Na- 
ee ture, withont any Sovereign Repreſentative 


and profeſs: Which tho he faith; that God i. 
not our Sovereign Repreſentative, yet he wou'd have 


bind men without a previous asking their Con- 


Meaning he endeavours to fix on this Sentence 


to determine for them what they ſhall believe 


ſhows the intolerable Abſurdity of a blind Sub- 


Who, how indifferent ſocver his Talents | 
may be as to Reafoning, yet he is very happy 


Ser. p. 3. 


P. 6. 


the Author of the Rights to mean God in thoſe 
words, and makes him affirm, That God cot'd not 


ſent; 


0 A' Defence of the Rights 
ſent; and then for ſome Pages combats the Man 
of Straw of his own ſetting up. But to take 
the words in that ſenſe, is not only abſurd in 
it ſelf, but contrary to that he immediately 
before condemns the Author of the Rights for 
aſſerting, viz. That Men are under an indiſ- 
penſable Obligation to worſhip God after that 
manner they think moſt agreeable to his Will; 
ſo that common Charity wow'd have oblig'd 
him not to have put this Meaning on them, 
were they capable of any other. But 'tis un- 


accountable he ſhou'd wreſt them to this ſenſe, 


when in almoſt every Section of the Intro- 
duction, and even in that out of which he ſin- 
gles this Sentence, the State of Nature is op- 
pos'd only to Human Political Government; 
and the words immediately preceding thoſe he 


: Cites, of no man's Religion like his Lands, &C. 
Rights of 
* * « the Magiſtrate with in Religious Matters; fo 


& no other human Power, but remain ſtill in 


ce a Natural ſtate, ſubje& to God and their own | 


« Conſciences only. And Magiſtrate, Sove- 
reign, Repreſentatives, and . are us'd 
promiſcuouſly in the Introdu 


of which is to ſnew in what things Men are 


ſubject to them, and in what they are in a State 


of Nature free from all human Impoſitions. 


But if it be the Rights of the Clergy in a Chriſtian 


State thus to miſrepreſent their Adverſaries, 
tit may be granted that this Preacher is a ſtout 
Aſſerter of Rights peculiarly theirs : but whe- 
ther the Antient or Modern Preachers excel 
moſt in this learned Art, is what Mr. Wotton 


is a very proper Perſon to determine. 


But had he conſider'd what's in the very | 
Title- page of the Book he pretends to cue, I 


1 


4 4 


are, “ This is all the Power Men cou'd inveſt 1 


jon; the Deſign a 
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00 where this does nor reach, they can be under = | 


BL 


of the (briſtian Church. 


be might there ſee, that Tertullian in ſaying, 


Humani Juris & naturalis Poteſtatis unicuique 


quod putaverit colere, affirms the ſame thing as 


the Author of the Rights. But *tis not only 


Tertullian who maintains that for every one to 


worſhip God as he thinks fit, is a Power which 


of natural Right belongs to Mankind; but all 
the Primitive Chriſtians uſe the ſame Argument 


in all their Apologies; and indeed tis the only 


one which they cou'd plead in behalf of a To- 


 leration, to Magiſtrates who had ſo great an 
Averſion to their Religion: and yet we do not 


find the Heathen had ſo little Conſcience or 


Humanity, thus to miſrepreſent their Meaning. 
And every one but a deſigning Prieſt muſt ſee, 

if Men have Governors, judges, and Umpires 
for them in Religious Matters, that either 


Hobbiſm, or which is worſe, Popery, is unavoi- 


dable. Mr. Chillingworth, the ableſt Defender 


of the Proteſtant Religion, in anſwer to the 


Jeſuit, who thinks there ought to be judges in 
Religious as well as Civil Matters, ſnows him, 

with that exact Reaſon he was always Maſter par. 1. 
of, why in one there muſt be, and in the o- Chap. 2. 


bo 


ther there ought not or cannot be any Judges. P. 45. 
And if his Reaſons are unanſwerable, the Au- 


thor of the Rights is guilty of no other Crime 
than condemning thoſe pretended Proteſtant 


_ Miniſters, who aſſume to themſelves the Power 


of Popiſh Prieſts, in ſetting up to be Judges 


for the People in Religious Matters. And did 
the Clergy read and conſider Mr. Chilling worth 

as they ought, we ſhou'd not have ſeen this 
Sermon, or heard of any others againſt the 
= K#ights of the Church; ſince their Principles are 


the ſame. And if the latter has writ with 

ſomewhat more Freedom, it's to be confider'd 
that the former's Book underwent, as he him- 
FEET Ne e „ -:: 


A Defence of the Rights 
ſelf complains, 4 flery Trial; but that now 


there are no Clergy-Licenſers to expunge the 


beſt things out of Authors. 


If the Laws of Modeſty allow one to ſay 


that in his own Defence, which at other times 
wou'd be nhpardonable, the Author of the 
Rights conſider ing how buſy fo many Pulpiteers, 


like the Craftſmen of Epheſis, arè to ſtir up 


the People againſt him as an Enemy to their 
Temple and Religion, might be excns'd, if to 
take off the edge of the Envy, and to allay 


the Force of that Prejudice their unjuſt Cla- 


mours raiſe againſt him, he mentions the Cha- 
racter that is given of it by a Clergyman cele- 

brated over all the Learned World for his deep 

Penetration, exact judgment, and great Skill 


in Divinity: but the greater the Character is 
that is given, and the greater the Perſon 


that gives it, the leſs he preſumes to men- 
tion it; and therefore ſhall only refer the 
Reader to Monſieur Je Clerc's Bibliothes 
Choiſee, Tom. to. particularly P. 309, 341, 


Io return to our Prieſt; He, according to 
the common Practice of Declaimers, is for en- 


ab in Heaven and Earth in his Quarrel: And 
having firſt repreſented the Author of the Rights 


as an Enemy to God and Religion, the next 


== thing he attempts, is to render him ſo to the 
P. 22, 23. 


Government; and faith, „ The F e and 
« two Houfes of Parliament have t 


4 feave it fafe to Poſterity 3 we can't therefore 


but think all Difcourſes of this kind to be 


« Scditious as well as Unchriſtian : And he calls 


| e thought it 
4 neceſſary to quiet the Minds of the People, 
e by declaring that the Church is not in danger, 
4 and that they will take all poſſible care to 


the 


DT: 


_ of the Chriſtian Church, 


of the Church of England. = 
But if the Queen and Parliament have de- 


clar'd that they will take all poſſible Care to 
leave the Church ſafe to Poſterity, how can it 
be Seditions to ſhew what is the Conſtitution 
of the Church; eſpecially ſince there are no 
ſmall numbers, who deal with it as this Prieſt 


does with the Rights of the Church, endeavour 


> to make it appear quite another thing than 


it really is; and dreſs it up after a Gaudy 
Popiſh manner? And our Preacher him- 
ſelf inſinuates, as if there were ſome among 
them who were ho cordial Friends to the 
Church as by Law eſtabliſh'd, in ſaying, F in 


„ — 
4 


the Rights, a Stditious Furious Aſault on the Clergy b. 20. 


our times any Men have for By-Ends 7 their own P. 21. 


carry d the Power of the Church too far, is what 


they 12 4 Law? No, by no means: nor can 
it 


Sedition, or a furious Aſſault upon the 
Clergy of the Church of England, to write 


againſt Men, whom the Wiſdom of the Na- 


tion has declar'd to be Malicious Incendiaries, 
| ſpiteful and dangerous Enemies to the Church and 


State. But if theſe Men, who for By-Ends of 


their own carry the Power of the Church too far, 
are now to be given up, Why is the Author of 
the Rights, who has been in ſome meafure the 

occaſion of this no ſmall Service to the Church, 


ſo violently rail'd at? This looks ſomewhat 


like acting too for By-Ends. 


How can any one ſhew his Zeal for the 


Church as by Law eſtabliſh'd more effectually, 
than by oppoſing a new ſort of Diſciplinartans ? 
Who, as our Preacher's Dioceſan affures us, 
Lare riſen up from amongſt our ſelves, who 

4 ſeem to comply with the Government of the 


« Church much upon the ſame account as 
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4 Defence. of the Rights 


cc others do with that of the State, not out 
of Conſcience to their Duty, or any Love 
« they have for it, but becauſe it is the Eſta- 


& bliſh'd Church, and they can't keep their 


e Preferments without it: They hate our 


« Conſtitution, and revile all that ſtand up in 


good earneſt for it; but for all that, they 
<« reſolve to hold faſt to it; and ſo go on thus 
« to ſubſcribe and rail K. And of 

that Biſhop's Judgment, there are no ſmall 


numbers, ſince he declares, that Nothing at this 
day preſerves us from Ruin and Deſolation, but 


that we (the Clergy) have not Power of our ſelves 


to do the Church a miſchief. If ſo, what can be 


doing the Church a greater Kindneſs than to 
hinder the Clergy from doing it a miſchief, by | 


uſurping more Power than the Law allows 
them? And if all ſuch who ſtand up in good 


earneſt for the Conſtitutian are to be reviPd, 
and Dr. Wake in particular has been repre. 


ſented as a Fudas, a Church-Dudley, a Church- 


Empſon, for defending the King's Eccleſiaſtical 
_ Supremacy, as by Law eſtabliſh'd, by Convo- 


cation approv'd, and by our moſt eminent 


Biſhops and Clergymen ſtated and defended ; 


the Author of the Rights of the Church will 


think it an Honour to be rail'd at in ſo good 
Company: eſpecially ſince it is for no other 
Crime but juſtifying by Principles the Conſti- 
tution of our Church, which Dr. Wake did 


* tit. 


— — —— 


. * Dr,Wake's Epiſt. Dedicatory to his Appeal to all true 
Members of the Church of England in behalf of the Kings 
Ecclefiaftical Supremacy as by Law eſtabliſn'd, by our | 
Convocarions approv'd, and by our Eminent Biſhops and 

Clergymen ſtated and defended againſt all Popiſh and Fa- 


natical Oppoſers, 


theſe, in 


only | 
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this was not ſo greata Crime in me, becauſe 
Dr. Atterbury himſelf ſeems to allow a Layman 
to ſpeak truth in Defence of the Church, 


| coln, for maintaining the Dependence of the 
_ Convocation on the Sovereign for its time of i] 
fitting, he faith; Cou'd ſuch a fine Point be Rights, | 


of the Chriſtian Church. 


only by Authorities. And one wou'd think 


11 


n 


when in railing againſt the now Biſhop of Lin- 


2 ; 3 
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made out; yet ſurely it does not become Clergymen Oc. ol the 


to help it forward. Let us leave that Dirty Work Convocat, 


to be done by the profeſs d Enemies of Religion and ** 38. 
the Order, ha let not the hands of Levi be em- 


ploy'din it. So that according to this Levite, 
the Clergy writing for the Conſtitution of the 
Church which they are ſworn to defend, and in 
aà Point that can be made out, is dirty Work, 


and fit only for the profeſs'd Enemies of Reli- 
gion to undertake. And we to our coſt find, 


that no ſmall number of Levites conſpire to- 


gether, to repreſent thoſe who ſtand up in 


| | earneſt for the Conſtitution of the Church, as 


Enemies to Religion, and thereby give too juſt 


occaſion for the World to think, that they 
place the whole of Religion in advancing 
right or wrong the Interelt of their Order. 


Tho there never was a more ſenſleſs Book 
than Eccleſiaſticum Municipium, or fuller of 


more bitter or virulent Reflections on the Con- 
ſtitution of the Church; yet Dr. Atterbury calls 
the Author of it, à Learned Adverſary indeed, Ibid. Pref. 
that has taken Dr. Wake to task upon the general p. 2. 
Principles of Church-Diſcipline and Government. 
And ſure this Author mult have very particular 
- Qualifications, to atone for his railing at the 
Conſtitution and his Eccleſiaſtical Superiors, 
that cou'd qualify him for his late Dignity. : 
But to return to our Preacher. e 
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4 Defence of the Rights 
He ſaith, That our Author thro a great part 


of Popery with the Proceedings of the Clergy of our 
Church that are authoris'd by Lam; of witkch as he 
gives not one Inſtance, tis likewiſe ſo far from 


being true, that the Author of the Rights, as 


he has occaſion, not only mentions them with 
a great deal of Reſpect, but blames others for 


reflecting upon them; particularly on our Glo- | 


rious Martyr and Great Reformer Archbiſhop 
Cranmer, whom ſome of late have treated with | 
as much Indignity as they do the Author of tb 
Rights, who if he had acted otherwiſe, would | 
have been inconſiſtent with himſelf, ſince he | 
declares the Deſign of the Book is to defend 
the Church againſt all her Enemies; and ſays, -: 
« That as it was to defend the Church of Eng- | 
% land againſt Papiſts, Jacobites, &c. that | 
ce caus'd him to engage in this Gontroverſy, | 


Ri. p. 303. & ſo none can have a juſter Eſteem for all her 1 


| | {> 29, 


& Clergy, who according to the Doctrine of 
the beſt-conſtituted Church (the Title he all 
along gives her) “ difown all Independency. 


And certainly what may be Satyr on others, is 


a Panegyrick on her genuine Sons; and if any 


are offended, it ſhows their Enmity to the 
Principles of the Eftabliſh'd Church, upon ac- | 
count of the Tenets which they hold in com- | 
mon with the Papiſts, in favour of an Indepen- 
Nor is there the leaſt colour for ſurmiſing, 
- that the Author of the Rights infinuates, that 
thoſe who teach according to the Doctrine of 
the Church of England, come to the People with 
cunningly devis'd Fables, or, as St. Paul ſpeaks, with 
the cunning Craftineſs of thoſe that lie in wait to 
| deceive. And he is ready to do Mr. Wotton ſo 


much Juſtice as to believe, that he never 


| CUNe 


Craftineſs of ſuch as ie in wait to deceive 3 


| Author of the Ri ht 55 and attempted to deceive 
the People to his Prejudice, let the Reader 


more eſfectual to keep a Pragmatical Prieſt within 
| ſome Bounds, than the Apprehenſion of having 4 
Staff and a Pair of Shoos laid at his door, One 
wou'd think by the Preacher's manner of uſher- 


vance of the Author of the Rights to depriye 
the Clergy of their legal Maintenance; when — 
it is only reciting the way that the States of the Rights of 


of the Chriſtian Church; 15 
cunningiy devisd any Fable, or ever did any 
thing which had in it the leaſt of the cunning 


but whether he has not invented Fables of the 


judg. 


Lam, ſeems to be one of our A ut hora greateſt 
Grievances 5 who tells us, that nothing is found 


ing this in, that it was ſome ſhreud Contri- 


United Provinces take to keep their Prieſts with- Church, 
in ſome Bounds : and did they not obſerve in a ?- 214. 
Popular Government ſome ſuch Method, it's 
impoſſible they ſhould preſerye Peace and Quiet= 

nels. But how the mentioning this Practice of 

the Dutch is a Deſign on the Legal Maintenance 

of our Eſtabliſh'd Clergy, the Preacher is ob- 

lig'd to ſhew ; otherwiſe every one will ſee 

that the culling out this ſingle Sentence, with 


the Turn he gives it, cou'd be done with no 
other Deſign, than to prejudice the Author of 


the Rights, *Tis very happy for a Prieſt of 

this Temper that his Preferment does not lie 
e,, i 
Tho this Prieſt by his Principles makes the p. 11. 
Diſſenters Schiſmaticks, in affirming all Church 
Authority by Divine Right to be ſolely in the 
Biſhops ; and likewiſe ſuppoſes Perſecution ſo 


_ neceſſary, that he thinks he can't better expoſe 


the 


Phe Preacher goes on: That their (the Cler- P. 22. 
gy'S) Maintenance, God be prais'd, is ſettled by 
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I Defence of the Rights 


the Author of the Rights, than by making him 


ſay, That bare Immoralities and open Blaſphemy 


are the only puniſhable things; and that the Ma- 

giſtrate has no Right to break in upon Mens wor- 

 (hipping God after the Manner they think moſt agree= | 
able to his Will: Yet to ſet the Diſſenters againſt 


his Adverſary, he calls them his Brethren, and 


ſaith, we are far from repining at the Liberty 
which the Law allows them. For Men of theſe 


Principles, and who appear zealous for Occa- 


fional Bills, to talk thus, puts me in mind of 
what Dr. Burnet faith on another occaſion : 


To hear Papiſts declare againſt Perſecution, and 


Jeſuits cry up Liberty of Conſcience, are, we con- 
feſs, unuſual things; yet - there are ſome Degrees 


of Shame, over which when Men are once paſi d, 
all things become ſo familiar to them, that they 


can no more be put out of countenance. | 
Our Preacher's complaining, that what his 
Adverſary faith 1 the ready way to ſet the Diſ= 
ſenting Miniſters a ſtarving; and the courting 
them in this place, where he affirms, that à Te- 
 leration of Chriſtians that differ from us is one 
thing, and ſuch a Declaration, viz. of their chu- 
fing their own Religion, ic another; is in effect 
ſaying, If yon ſuffer this antiquated Proteſtant 
Principle of People's judging for themſelves to 
rxrevive again, your Craft as well as ours will be 
in danger: and therefore pray Brethren do 
you in your Pulpits baul as loudly as we do in 
ours againſt the Rights of the Church, Which has 


the Impudence to pretend to obtrude it on us 


again, after we have with ſo much ado got rid 
of it; and which we only us'd as a Means to 
throw off the Pope's Authority, and not to 
j)) ooo, 
And now having clear'd the Rights of the 
Church from thoſe malicious — - 
as MT 1 


( 
| 
1 
; 


bf the Chriſtian Charch. 


falſe Repreſentations which' this Prieſt, God 


forgive him, has charg'd it with; we now 


come to the main Point, which is not, Whether 


thoſe Powers, Rights, and Privileges that the 


Clergy of the National Church enjoy, do juſtly 


belong to them, for that both ſides allow (an 


as it is not pretended on one hand, that the 


Prieſts at preſent have any Power by virtue of 
an immediate Commiſſion from God; fo it is 


not on the other deny'd, that all Power, of 


what nature ſoever, is mediately from God) 
But by what Tenure, for that's the ſole Queſti- 
on, the National Clergy enjoy thoſe legal 


Powers; Whether they give theſe to one ano- 
ther, excluſively of all Human Laws, by a 


Commiſſion deriv'd from the Apoſtles ; or 
whether they muſt ſo far condeſcend as to be 
upon a level with Queen, Lords, and Com- 


mons, and be content with . a Human Right. 


Or in a word, Whether there be a particular 
Set of Men, who by a Power handed down 
from one another, in a perpetual Succeſſion 
from the Apoſtles, have a Right to make Laws 


for the Church, to exerciſe all Eccleſiaſtical ſu- 


riſdiction, and to appoint all Eccleſiaſtical O ffi- 


Matters, without a ſpecial Appointment of 
which, Religious Worſhip cou'd not be per- 
form'd, nor Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline rightly 


cency and Order, Cc. 


cers, excluſively of the People or their Repre= 
ſentatives; or whether God has not left it to 
the Church or Parties concern'd to chuſe their 
own Miniſters, and to determine of all ſuch 


manag'd, according to thoſe general Rules God 
has given the Church of doing all things for 
the Honour of God, for Edification, with De- 


This laſt, tho it has all along been the gene- 
ral Opinion of the Reformed both at 2 7 
„ e 8 2 
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P. 19. 


Church for defending it, as deſtroying all, eſpe- 
cially all Reveal'd Religion. Whereas the very 
Queſtion ſuppoſes Reveal'd Religion, the whole 
' Diſpute being about the Senſe of it in this par- 


* d e yon a higher Title than belongs to 


Iy ſtiFd Gods in Scripture, is not only a Miſtake, 
ligion only an Human Inſtitution: it ſhews to 


they think there can be no Religion, except 


briefly conſider, thoas fully as the thing de- 


ciples of the Rights of the Church : and what 
he ſaith from Reaſon is, That the long Detail 
of Arguments, concerning the Abſurdity of two 


Independent Powers in one State at the ſame time, 


cauſe the Power of the Church (meaning the 
Prieſt) is not Independent on the Civil Magiſtrate, 


becauſe That alone is Independent; and any 


on which it is dependent, and can be no other 
than what is call'd Juriſdiction, and conſiſts 
enly in putting the” Wil of the Legiſlature 


A Defence of the Rights 
and abroad, yets our modern Diſciplinarians 
can't brook it; but rail at the Rights of the 


ticular. And if notwithſtanding this the Ec- 
cleſiaſticks will go on to ſuppoſe, that the net 


the moſt Sacred Perſons on Earth, God's own 
Vicegerents, and who themſelves are frequent- 
but that it is, as our Preacher ſays, making Re- 
what a fine paſs things are brought, and that 
they have an uncontrolable Power of domi- 
ncering over God's People by a Divine unal- 

terable Right. 3 „ 

And now having clear'd the way, we will 


ſerves, what this Preacher objects to the Prin- 


is nothing to the purpoſe; and his Reaſon is, be- 


ho it is deriv'd from an higher Original. But, 
If the Prieſt's Power be not Independent, 
it can't be a Legiſlative or Supreme Power, 


other muſt be deriv'd from that Legiſlature 


in 


of the Chriſtian Church? 19 
in execution, and conſequently can be depen- 
dent on no other Legiſlature than that whoſe 
Commands it executes : ſo that there can't be 

a greater Contradiction, than to ſay the Prieſt's 

Power is not Independent of the Magiſtrate, 
and yet that *tis deriv'd from a higher Ori- 
A | 3 
If no Government can ſubſiſt without an 
Independent or a Legiſlative as well as an Exe- 
cutive Power, which mutually infer each other; 
tis a Demonſtration that the Government of 
the Church is not by Divine Right in the Prieſt, 
If the Magiſtrate be actually Head of the Church, p. 26; 
and oblig*d to take care of it, and immediately re- 

ſponſible to God for its Well-being ,, to make a Set 

of Men, whether he will or no, have a Right 

to conſtitute all its Officers, and to put in and 

turn out of the Church People as they think 

fit, is as abſurd as to make one Supreme Go- 

vernour of a Gariſon, and immediately reſpon- 

ſible to God for its Safety, and yet affirm that 

it belongs to others, who do not receive their 

Commiſſion from him, to make all the Officers, 

and to put in and turn out any of the Soldiers 

of the Garifon as they pleaſe. me. 

The Preacher ſuppoſes the Magiſtrate to 
loſe his Power by a Revolt, or an Apoſtacy from p. 20 
Chriſtianity ; but who muſt judg of this, and 
to whom muſt his Power revert ? It can't be 

to thePrieſt, becauſe his Power did not flow 

from him; it muſt then be to the People, from 

whom the Magiſtrate muſt derive all his Power, 

even in this Preacher's Opinion, ſince he ſup- 

poſes the Prieſt's Power to come from a 

higher Original than the Magiſtrate's; and if ſo, 

the Prieſt can then be as little Independent of 

the People, as,before of the Magiſtrate. But 

| thought it had been the Doctrine of the Goſ- 

Zed + . 


20 A Defence of the Rights 
| pel, that all Magiſtrates, whether Chriſtian or - 
! not, were equally to be obey'd when they com- 
we mand juſt things; and when they do not, the 
fl - Connatants of a Chriſtian Magiſtrate were no 
more to be regarded than that of a Heathen. 
P. 19, 10. Our Preacher affirms, © That Eccleſiaſtical 
« Juriſdiction is in a Chriſtian State, as to its 
« Limits, and the Caſes and Perſons upon 
I 4 ce which it is to be exercis'd, under the Care 
x &« of the Civil Government: as to the Perſons | 
« that are to exerciſe it, the Magiſtrate. has | 
= e nothing to do to alter them. He has a 
1 „ Right to limit the Exerciſe of the Juriſ- 
. diction of the Church, when he has noPower 
cc to take it quite away, or to put the Execu- 
ce tion of it into other hands. | 
It's a very ſtrange Hypotheſis, which ſup- 
poſes that God has given the Clergy a Divine 
Commiſſion to exerciſe Eccleſiaſtical juriſdicti- 
on, but has not determin'd the Caſes and Per- 
ſons, but leaves the Civil Government to limit 
their juriſdiction as it thinks fit; which if it 
can exempt ſuch Caſes and Perſons from their 
Power, why not others? and where then ſhall 
we ſtop? And if he can give the Cogniſance 
of ſuch exempted Eccleſiaſtical Caſes to Lay- 
Perſons, why not all others that are of the 
ſame nature? But if there can be no Juriſ- 
_ diction, but it muſt have certain Caſes and 
' Perſons belonging to it; and if there be any 
Set of Prieſts that have a Right to exerciſe 
"nl ___ Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction in them by a Divine 
' Commiſſion, the Magiſtrate can no more limit 
=. their Commiſſion, either as to Caſes or Per- 
ſons, than he can repeal it. 


—— — GO 
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| AT. And whereas he ſuppoſes that only Eccleſi aſtical 


= Perſons have, exclulively of allothers, a Divine 
| Right to exer iſe © Eecleſiaſtical Juriſdiction, or to 


cenſure 


—— 


e the Chriſtian Charch, 
cenſure Offenders, and that the Magiſtrate can- 
not put this into Lay Hands; both theſe are con- 
trary to at leaſt a dozen Acts of Parliament, 
as may be ſeen in the Preface to the Rights, and is 


contrary to the Practice of the Supreme Court of 


Delegates, where the Queen, by virtue of ker 
Regal Supremacy, which extends to all Spiritual 
Things and Cauſes, empowers Laymen finally to 
judg of all Matters cogniſable in the Biſhops or 


 Archbiſhops Courts. And had our Preacher liv'd 


in a Reign leſs favourable than this to theCler- 
gy, he wou'd have been in no ſmall danger of 


ſuffering the Pains and Penalty of a Premun:re, 


for thus derogating from the Prerogative. 
The Supremacy the Clergy have ſworn to 


- aſſiſt and defend, is what is contain'd in all the 


Acts of Parliament relating to that Head, and 


among others the 37 of H. 8. c. 17. which to 
Prevent Perjury, ought to be writ in Capital 
Letters, and plac'd in Churches directly over 


againſt the Pulpit, ſo that it may ſtare the 
Preachers in the face, when they are going to 


pPreach up their own Power in defiance of their 
Oaths. That AR among other things recites, 


« That the Biſhop of Rome and his Adhe- 


rents, that they might thereby gather and 
get to themſelves the Government and Rule 
e of the World, made divers Ordinances that 


* no Layman ſhould or might exerciſe any 
<« Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction ; which being di- 
< realy repugnant to the King's Majeſty. as 
„ Supreme Head of the Church, and Prero- 
„ gative Royal, his Grace being a Layman, 


and albeit the ſald Ordinances are utterly 


s aboliſh'd; yet becauſe the contrary is not 
“ put in practice, be it enacted, That Laymen 
7 may lawfully exerciſe and execute all manner 

Col Juriſdiction commonly call'd Eccleſiaſti- 


| by. cal, 
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A Defence of the Rights 
&« cal, and all Cenſures and Coercions apper- 
ce taining or any wiſe belonging to the ſame. 
Our Preacher outgoes the Popiſh Prieſts them- 
25H. 8. ſelves; for they promis'd in verbo Sacerdotii not 
c.19- to meet without the King's Writ, nor when 
met, to attempt doing any thing without his 
Licence, nor that any thing they then reſolv'd 
on ſhou'd have the Force of a Canon unleſs 
| the King firſt ratify it: which is not, as the 
ref. p.12. Author of the Rights obſerves, claiming fo 
8 much Power as a petty Corporation, which is 
not ty'd up to any ſuch Formalities in making 
By-Laws for themſelves. And yet this is one 
of the things that the Preacher makes to be 
an Inſult on the Prieſthood and the whole Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Office; and complains that, according 
to the Author of the Rights, there is no ſuch 
P. 3. thing as Power in the Church, but what is derivd 
from the Magiſtrate; nay, leſs than in any petty 
Corporation: which is ſuppofing that the Church 
has loſt all its Power ſince the 25 H. 8. c. 19. 
But our Preacher does not think it enough to 
claim for the Prieſts a Divine Power inconſiſtent 
"Rf with the Laws of the Land, bnt condemns 
the Author of rhe Rights as guilty of Sedition, 
' nay of a Seditious Furious Aſſault on the Clergy, 
for endeavouring to juſtify the Laws which 
1 will not allow them to be Magiſtrates by Di- 
r. 12. vine Right, as our Preacher ſuppoſes they are. 
hut if Sedition ſignifies defending the legal 
Conſtitution of the Church againſt the Uſur- 
| pation of the pretended Jure Divino Magi- 
if ſtrates, he will nexer be aſham'd to be thought 
' AFeditious in that ſenſe; nay, his Zeal for the 
Church will never ſuffer him to be an idle 
ßpectator, when thoſe Laws which are the 
+ Bulwark of our Eccleſiaſtical Liberties are ſo 
much reflected on, tho he ſhou'd as much pro- 


the Chriſtian Church, 

voke the whole Body of Eccleſiaſticks, as 
Dr. Standiſh did in Henry VIIPs time, in plead- 
ing againſt the Divine Rights of Holy Mother 
Church. And that Excellent Perſon had felt 
the Force of the united Fury of the Clergy, 
had not the Lords and Commons become his antrinces, 


Protectors, in doing of which they defended 
their own and their Poſterity's Rights; but 
had they given him up to the Clergy, they who 
know how to make the beſt of ſuch tame Con- 


13 
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ceſſions, would not only have kept on the old, 
but daily added new Loads of Oppreſſions. 


For who then would have ventur'd to oppoſe 
their Pretences, tho ever ſo extravagant, 
when he ſnou'd be given up by thoſe very Per- 


ſons for whoſe ſake and in whoſe defence he 


wrote? But as it was the danger of provoking 
a Party, ſo 1 united in all things where 
Intereſt had to do, 


which made Popery ſlide 


ſo glibly down; ſo when Men ſaw they cou'd 


with ſafety write againſt Prieſtcraft, che Re- 
formation was unavoidabee. 


And our Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, Laws, 


and Libertys being ſettled by thoſe, who hav- 


ing groan'd under the inſupportable Burden of 
Prieſtcraft, knew beſt how to fence againſt it; 
if ever the Prieſts are able to carry it with 
ſo high a hand, as that Men can't with Impu- 


nity. write in defence of theſe Sacred Eſta- 


bliſhments, the Nation is in no {mall danger of 


| being brought under as cruel Eccleſiaſtical Ty- 


ranny as that of the Biſhop'of Rome and his 


Adherents; except we can ſuppoſe, when we 


ſee Men take the lame Methods as they did to 


get and gather to themſelves the Government 


of the World, that they have not the ſame _ 


' Deſign. But what elſe can they mean, by being 
1 


not only thus outrageous againſt a Book whic 
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they can't accuſe of miſrepreſenting the Con- 
ſtitution; but by claiming for themſelves, 
even when they write againſt it, ſuch Powers 

as are inconſiſtent with the whole Tenour of 

r e 

As this is all our Preacher has from Reaſon to 
object to the Rights of the Church, which is in a 
manner made up of Arguments wholly drawn 
from thence, and the Anthor has only hinted at 

bo Scripture-Proofs, which are reſerv'd to be fully 

1 handled in the Second Part; ſo our Preacher does 
N not endeavour to ſhew that the Author of the 


ö Rights has miſtaken the Senſe of thoſe Texts he 

| quotes; and conſequently his producing of 
| other Texts in oppoſition to thoſe, can only 
q 


| amount to an Endeavour to make Scripture 
1 inconſiſtent with it ſelf as well as with Reaſon. 
if But however they ſhall be conſider ce. 
rv. 17. What he argues from the Old Teſtament, is 

5 only by way of Parity, and Amounts, as far as 

| 1 can perceive, only to this, That becauſe the 

f Prieſts who ſerv'd at the Altar were appointed 
Wl by God under the Lam, therefore the Mini- 
11. ſters under the Goſpel muſt be conſtituted by 

=. one another?” TE 7707 3650 THIRD Gott 


There cou'd be no Pretence for two diſtinct 

Powers amongſt the Fews, one deriv'd from 

God, and t'other from Man; for their Com- 

monwealth was a perfect Theocracy, and God 

their King, who when he accepted the Admi- 

N niſtration of their Affairs Civil as well as Ec- 
1 dleſiaſtical, did not deprive them of the Liberty 
| which by the Law of Nature he allow'd Man- 
| kind of appointing, their own Governours 3 
ſince God, before he gave them any political 
1 Laws, was choſen to be their King by the ex- 
press Conſent of all the People. And nothing 
can be more particularly ſet down, or more 


b 
| 
f 
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ſolemnly N than the Manner of his Exod. 19. 
and the Original Contract between Deut. . 


Election, 
King and People. And Aoſel, when he re- 


25 


cites the Law, mentions this Original Contract ibid. 


as the Foundation of it. And had the Jem 
conſider d, That it was the Houſe of Jſrael 
alone which made the Horeb Contract, and con- 


ſequently were alone bound by it, they had not 


been for impoſing their Laws on the reſt of 
Mankind; eſpecially if they had conſider'd, 


that to prevent all Miſtakes of this nature, 


God, like other Kings, annex'd only temporal + 


Sanctions to his Laws; there not being the 
leaſt mention of any future Rewards and Pu- 


niſhments. . So that this Precedent, which the 
Grey ſo much inſiſt on, makes directly a- 
gainſt them; and if they will argue from it, 
muſt conclude againft any more than one 


Power in a Nation, to whom it muſt belong to 


appoint all the Ecclefiaſticat Officers that are 
to officiate in the Legal Church, and to deter- 


mine all other matters relating to it: And 


conſequently, that all thoſe who will not ſubmit 
to the preſent legal Biſhops, are guilty of the 


fame ſort of Crime as Corah, Dathan, and Abi- 


ram Were, in oppoſing the High Prieſt among 
the Jews, made b 


no Clergyman ought to take that. Title as an 


Affront or an open Inſult on the Order, which 
God was pleas to accept for his Kingſhip | 


over thę Fewiſh Nation. 


As for the Jemiſh Kings not having a Right 
to make any Alteration in the Legal Eſtabliſh-. 
ment about Sacrifices and Sacrificers, it only 
ſhews their Power was as much limited in Ec- 


cleſiaſticals as in Civils, where they cou'd make 


4 
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y their King by an Authority 
_ deriv'd from the People. And one wou'd think 


no Change contrary to the Lay eftabliſh'd by | 


a 
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virtue of the Horeb Contract. But-tho the 
Jewiſh Law limited the Prieſthood to the Tribe 


of Levi, and the High Prieſthood to the Fa- 
mily of Aaron; yet their Kings, becauſe, in that 
unlimited, cou'd put in and turn out thoſe 
of that Tribe and Family as they ſaw occaſion : 


Which tho it may in ſome fort ſerve for a 
Parallel for our Kings, who can no more alter 
the Law about making Biſhops, Prieſts, and 
| Deacons, than about any other matter; yet 
there can be no arguing from the limited Power 


of the Kings of Iſrael to our Legiſlature, who 


are not confin'd in their Choice of Prieſts to 


any Family, Tribe, or Nation. And if Chriſt 
did not deprive them of any of their Powers, 


which our Divines, at leaſt till of late, una- 


nimouſly own - he did not; they muſt have 


the ſame Power relating to Eccleſiaſticals as 
well as Civils fince Chriſt's coming, which 
/ Eee. 
But ſince among Chriſtians there are in a 
proper ſenſe no Prieſts, except only our Eter- 


nal High Prieſt, who offer'd himſelf up once 


for all, and was both Prieſt and Sacrifice; and : 


in an - improper ſenſe all Chriſtians are alike 


Prieſts, asalike offering up the Chriſtian Sacrifi- 

ces of Prayers and Praiſes : all Arguments from 
the FJewiſh Prieſthood muſt be very inconcluſive 
in relation to the Chriſtian Miniſtry. And if 

our Preacher wou'd haye drawn any Parallel, 
it ought to have been from ſuch things in the 
Jewiſh as bear ſome Reſemblance to thoſe in 

the Chriſtian Church: And he might have 
better argu'd from the Practice of the Syna- 
gogues (where, as in our Churches, Prayers were 
_ offer'd up, the Law and Prophets read, with 

- Preaching upon them) and from the Jewiſh man- 
ner of Excommunication, or turning out of the 


Syna: 
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Synagog es; and from their way of celebrating 


the Paſſover, and of C ircumciſing, and of Bap- 


tizing. Bot as to the Synagogue Worſhip, 
God, as King of the Jews, no otherwiſe in- 
terpos'd than by ordering there ſnhou'd be Holy 
Synagogues in the Land; and conſequently the 
People were at liberty to determine of all 


things relating to that Worſhip, And the 
Rulers and other Officers of the Synagogue - 


had no Power but what they deriv'd from the 
People, who might take them out of what 
Tribe they pleas'd, or make what Rules they 


thought fit, for admitting and depriving them. 
As to their Excommunication, that Puniſh- 


ment not being ordain'd of God, but taken 
up by the Jews themſelves at the Babyloniſh Cap- 
tivity, they were at liberty to truſt this Power 
in what hands they pleas'd, and to make what 
Regulations they thought fit about it. And as 


to Circumciſion, tho that was appointed by 


God himſelf, yet there was no neceſſity for a. 


Prieſt to perform the Operation, nor was his 


Preſence any more requir'd in celebrating the 
Paſſover. Then as to Baptiſm (a Rite that 


was us'd not only upon thoſe who being con- 
verted from Heatheniſm were initiated into the 
Religion of the Hebrews, but the different Sects 
among them baptiz'd likewiſe the Proſelites ot 


their own Nation) there was nothing more re- 
quir'd, as appears from the Fewiſh Writers, 


than that it ſhou'd be done by day, and before 
a competent number of Witneſſes. So that if 
the old Lebites were now in being, they wou'd 


condemn theſe new ones as vile Hypocrites, 


for endeavouring from the Practice of the Fews | 
to put a Yoke on Chriſtians in ſuch things as the 
Jews themſelves were at liberty to manage as 


they thought ſit. 
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4 Defence of the Rights 

The Liberty which the Goſpel recommends, 
conſiſts not in exempting Chriſtians from any 
Moral Duties, but in not tying them up ether- 

_ wiſe than by their own Agreement to any par- 
ticular Modes or Circumſtantials of Religion. 
And by the arguing of St. Pau, the placing 
any part of Religion in ſuch things, tends to 
make void the Death of Chriſt, and to render 
our pure and ſpiritual Religion a Bondage, a 
Servitude, and Carnal, like that of the Jews. 
But becauſe theſe Matters will be fully. handled 
in the Second Part of the Rights of the Church, 
1 ſhall now only obſerve, that as among the 
Jews all who were capable, as all were except 
the very meaneſt of the People, had a Liberty 
to preach or teach in their publick Aſſemblies; 
ſo this Liberty mainly contributed to the pro- 
pagating of the Chriſtian Religion, becauſe it 
gave Chriſt and his Apoſtles a legal Right to 
Preach both in the Temple and Synagogues. 
Which Right was ſo fixt, that tho the Fews 
 ___lIbokK'd on Chriſt as Aceursd and a Magician, 
Jok. 9 22. and excommunicated all that confeſs'd him, in- 
12.42. ſomuch that none of the Rulers, except he 
John 7. 3. who came to him by night, durſt own him; 
and at laſt they caus'd bim to be put to death 

as an Impoſtor, and kill'd ſome of his Diſciples, 

and impriſon'd others: yet they never deny'd 
Cbriſt or any of his Followers the common 
Right of the Jews, to teach in the Temple or 
SBypynagogues. And it was by this common 
A3. 14. Right that Paul and Barnabas taught in the Sy- 
nmnagogue at Autioch in Piſidia, where they were 
unknown, as well as in others where they were 
known. And tho the Chief Prieſts once forbad 
the Apoſtles to preach in the Name of Chriſt, 
yet they never forbad them to preach at all; 
which certainly they wou'd have dane, me 
py 4 nh N there 
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there been the leaſt Colour for it from the Diſ- 
cipline then in practice. And not only the 


Apoſtles preach'd by virtue of this common 
Liberty, but the whole Church, or all the Bre- 
thren, of whom there were three thouſand 
converted at once: For the Text faith, The 


5 


Church was ſcatter'd abroad, and they who were ſo Ad 8. 2. 


far and near, and made Converts at Phenice, 
Cyprus,and Antioch. And as the Epiſtles are full 
Commands to the Brethren to ſpeak in 


their Aſſemblies, ſo many are commended for 
ſpeaking the Word without fear. And if the Pha. 1. 
Fewiſh Converts, zealous of all their Rights and 


Privileges, Tetain'd this Liberty of Preaching, 
which requir'd ſome Skill and Ability, there's 


no doubt but they maintain'd their Liber- 
ty in other things: And we ſee that by virtue 
of it not only John and his Diſciples, but 
Chriſt's Diſciples, baptiz'd as well as preach'd, 
without being condemn'd or cenſur'd by the 
If our Saviour did not deprive the People, 

either Collective or Repreſentative, of any of 


their Rights, they have the ſame power of de- 
termining all ſuch Matters relating to Religion, 


that require a ſpecial Determination, as they 
had before his Coming. ' To ſuppoſe he took 
this from them, and unalterably plac'd it in 


any particular Set of Men, and oblig'd People 
to ſubmit to them under the Sanctions of 
Eternal Puniſhments, wou'd be a ſetting up 


an Eccleſiaſtical Kingdom in this World, tho 
he declar'd his Kingdom. was not of this 
World. But our Saviour, as he was but ina 
private Station, ſo he comply'd with the Cuſ- 
toms of his Nation in all things that were 
ordain'd not only by Aaſes, but brough in 
n e "ay 


ſeatter d, preach'd the Mord; which they did 9. 
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A Defence of the Rights 
afterwards, whether they related: to Eccleſiaſ- 
ticals or to Civils, and did communicate with 
the Fewiſh Church during his whole Life; and 
conſequently the Clergy cannot from his Ex- 
ample, if they will be content to take that for 
a Precedent, refuſe to ſubmit in Eccleſiaſticals 
as well as Civils to the Laws of. the Country 
where they are Subjects, provided they are 
ſuch as they can in Conſcience comply with. 
Our Saviour not only ſet his Followers this 
Precedent, but forbad them, on pretence of 
being his Diſciples, to claim any Power, either 
what was exercls'd by the ſupreme or by the in- 
ferior Magiſtrates. To ſay Chriſt ſpeaks here 
of Civil Power only, is to have made him talk 
very unintelligibly, becauſe then neither a- 
mongſt the Fews nor Heathens was there any 
ſuch thing as two diftin& Independent Powers, 
nay our Saviour thought it impoſſible, when he 
faith that 20 Man can ſerve two Maſters. And 
this Prohibition being occaſion'd by reaſon of 
the Conteſt that happen'd between the Diſci- 
ples who ſnou'd be greateſt in Chriſt's King- 
dom, muſt relate to Eccleſiaſticals as well as 
Civils, except we can ſuppoſe they imagin'd 
Chriſt's Kingdom had nothing to do with the 
former: Nay, how can we think that all 
Power is not forbid them, when we find all 
Superiority is, in telling them, that he who will 
be Chief among you, let him be your Servant; 
” he that will be Great, let him be your Mi- 
miſter? TA On pope” ͤöͤ . 
And our Saviour, to prevent his Diſciples 
from aſſuming any Power to themſelves, tells 
them to whom they are to be ſubject, by bid- 
ding them to do and obſerve whatſoever the Scribes 


and Phariſees that ſat in Moſes's Seat commanded |} 


them to do and obſerve. And it cannot be pre- 
SEO” 7 
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| Fended, that they related to Civil Matters 


only, becauſe.the Romans for the moſt part re- 


ſerv'd theſe to their own diſpoſal ; and conſe- 

quently the Power of the Scyibes and Phariſees 
chiefly related to thoſe Eccleſiaſtical things 
which concern'd the National Church. 


Il ſuppoſe it will be granted me, by all who 
conſider what Obedience Chriſt paid to the 


Governours of the Jewiſh Church, as well as 
what he commands his Diſciples to render 
them, that he did not deſign to make their 
turning Chriſtians, if they cou'd have been 


prevail d on, a Forfeiture of any of their for- 


mer * and Privileges; which it muſt have 
been, if the Government of the Church was 
plac'd by him in the Apoſtles: for then the 
High Prieſt himſelf (whom St. Paul, even while 


he was perſecuting him, owns to be Ruler of At 23.3; 


the People) muſt have loſt all his Power. But 


| he and the Family of Aaron, with the whole 


Tribe of Levi, wou'd have been mere Laymen, 
and reduc'd to a ſtarving Condition, by being 
depriv'd of their Tithes, if by Divine Right 
they belong'd to the Chriſtian Clergy; and 


the Rulers of the Synagogues, with all thoſe 


who were veſted with the Power of Excom- _ 


munication (us'd almoft in all Cauſes that the 


Romans permitted to the Cognizance of the 


Jews) would be depriv'd of their Juriſdiction, 


and the Grand Sanhedrim it ſelf wou'd have 


little or no Power left, and the People in ge- 


neral have loſt their Right of determining 


all ſuch things as God had left undetermin'd, 


and which requir'd a ſpecial Determination. 


But tis plain the Fews apprehended no ſuch 


- Deſign in Chriſt and his Apoſtles, ſince they 
no where accuſe them of it; and they who 
can ſuppoſe ſo abſurd a thing, afford the Jews 
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a2 a Tpecious Pretence to juſtify the Actions of 


their Predeceſſors, as if done in their own 
... %% ob 
Ihube Apoſtles, tis plain, were ſo far from 
giving the leaſt Suſpicion of this nature, that 
they communicated with the Fewiſb Church, 
and conſequently own'd the Government and 
Diſcipline of it, and ſubmitted to the * 
diction of the Rulers and Elders, as their being 
admitted into their Synagogues neceſſarily ſup- 
poſes: and the Separation, which happer'd at 
laſt, was not occaſion'd by any Diſpute about 
_ Church-Government, but becauſe the Fews con- 
tinued to blaſpheme our Saviour, and to per- 
_  ſfecutetthole who believ'd ; which oblig'd them 
to frame ſuch a Diſcipline amongſt themſelves, 
as was moſt proper for the Circumſtances they 
OG TSS 
Had the Apoſtles any ſuch Power as their 
pretended Succeſſors lay claim to, they would, 
no doubt, have preach'd that up as well as any 
other Doctrine of Chriſtianity ; and not have 
a= | betray'd their own and their Succeſſors Rights, 
g when in pleading before the Tribunal of their 
1 Enemies, they us'd no other Defence than what 
A 4.18, is the Right of every private Man, I better 
19. o obey God than Man. And if this was fo with 
the Jews, other Nations, no doubt, were in- 
vited to embrace Chriſtianity upon the ſame 
terms; and conſequently there were not to be 
two Independent Powers to be ſet up amongſt 
them: And in all the Precepts that are given 
for obeying their Governors, we find no Re- 
ſervation for ſuch a Power. Tho the Romans 
publickly expos'd the High Prieſthood to Sale, 
which was ſometimes confer'd on others be- 
kdes the Family of Aaron; nay, we have In- 
ſtances of their making two at a time, oy 
EM | Sn + that 
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| Privileges the ſucceeding Chriſtians had above 
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that-annually, as Annas and Caiaphas were: yet 


ve do not find that our Saviour or his Apo- 
ſtles ſcrupled to acknowledg thoſe High Prieſts 
that the Romans put in or turn'd out at plea- 
ſure, without the concurrence of any Eccle- 
ſiaſticks; and I ſhou'd be glad to know what 


Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 
And thus having given a ſhort account of 
theſe Matters, reſerving the handling them 


more largely to the Second Part, I fhall now 


conſider our Preacher's Arguments for proving 
God has depriv'd the Church, or Parties con- 
cern'd, of the Right (which if not otherwiſe 
provided for, of courſe belongs to thein) of 


appointing their own Eccleſiaſtical Officers, 


and of determining all ſuch Church-matters as 
require a ſpecial Determination, and of veſting 


* 
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this Power unalterably in a particular Set of 


Men. . 


* : 


And this he endeavours chiefly to prove 


from Mat. 28. 18 — 20. and John 20. 23. As to 


the firſt he ſaith, © Some time after the Re-P. 9: 


e furrection our bleſſed Saviour ſpeaks to his 
eleven Diſciples thus: Al! Power is given to 


0 


ee 


«© mein Heaven and in Earth; Go therefore and 
© teach all Nations, baptizing them in the Namie 


0 


„ 


teaching them to obſerve all things whatſoever I 
* have commanded you; and lo I am with you to 


* the End of the World, ads v8 ft tos 
ourTEAdas T dos: which words, if rightly 


tranſlated, ſignify all the Days to the End 


« of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, 


of the Age; but he ſays'Alov here denotes the 


Time of the Meſſiah, © after which there is 


no further Declaration of the Will of God. 
Our Saviour therefore promis'd to be with 


* them to the End of the World, then this | 


0 ee 
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« Promiſe reaches the Succeſſors of the Apo- 
« ſtles, as well as themſelves. Teaching and 


„ Initiatingby Baptiſm are here mention'd. 


If Chriſt's being with the Apoſtles all the days 
to the End of the Age, is to ſignify other Per- 
ſons beſides the Apoſtles, and all other Ages 
and Days as well as theirs ; it's groſs Partiality 
to confine it to the Clergy only, by whoſe 
Conduct it does not appear that Chfiſt is more 
with them than with the Laity. The inter- 
preting this Phraſe to give the Apoſtles a Power 


to appoint their Succeſſors, and thoſe Succeſ- 


ſors to appoint others to the End of the 


£ World, and that it belongs to them exclu- 


ſively of all others to preach and baptize, is 
no Argument of - Chriſt's being with them; 
and they who interpret Scripture at this rate, 
may make any thing of it, except what really 


it is: ſince this Phraſe of being with Men is 


of the ſame import as walking with ,them, 
never leaving or forſaking them, being in the 


midſt of them; and imports God's peculiar 
Care and watchful Providence over them to 


: whom this Promiſe is made, whether they are 


they were to live and ſpend in that Imploy, of 
_ revealing to Mankind what Chriſt had com- 
manded them which being perſonal, they cou'd 


Promiſe was given? ?Tis after this ridiculous 


the Apoſtles only, or all thoſe who in all Ages 


ſhould embrace that Goſpel they were com- 


manded to teach: Tho if for ever, till the comin 
of our Lord, and ſuch- like Scripture-Expr 7 
© fions, extend no further than the Perſons they 
are ſpoken to, tho they do not live for ever, 
or till the coming of the Lord; why muſt 
this Promiſe be further extended than the Per- 


ſons of the Apoſtles, and the Days of the Age 


have no Succeſſors, and for the ſake of which the 


manner 
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manner that the Papiſts talk, when they af- 
firm, that the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles are 
infallible as well as the Apoſtles, becauſe Chriſt 
ſays to them, who could not live for ever, 

that he wou'd ſend them the Comforter, who ſhould 
lead em into all Truth, and abide with em for 

ever. Nor can I believe Clergymen think this 
Command of teaching all Nations reaches to 

them, till I ſee em hazard their Perſons as the 
Apoftles did, in going from N to place, to 

I 


preach to Infidels. And if a Power in the 


Apoſtles to appoint Succeſſors, and thoſe to 
appoint others to the End of the World, does 
not appear from any thing our Saviour had 
ſaid to his Apoſtles antecedent to this Com- 
_ miſſion, which extends no further than to 


command them to teach ſuch things as he had 


before enjoin'd ;, I cannot ſee how they cou'd 
| have any ſuch Power, ſince I do not find they 
had any otherCommulſſion. n. 
And now we will fee whether this Command 
of Teaching and Baptizing here given to the 
Eleven Diſciples, was exclufive of all others. 
It was, no doubt, impoſſible any ſhould know . 


what Chriſt commanded the Apoſtles to teach, 
till they had taught it; but after that we find 
the Brethren preach'd the Word as well as the 


| Apoſtles. And there can be no pretence that 
Baptizing was more limited than Preaching, 
or that the Brethren did not baptize thoſe 


they converted: nay, tis plain that the Apo- 


ſtles did not underſtand this Command of Bap- 
tizing, as if they themſelves were -oblig'd to 
do it, but only that they ſhou'd teach the 
doing it; and we ſee that Cornelius with his 
Family was baptiz'd by the Brethren, tho Peter 
was preſent. Nay, it does not appear in all 
the Acts of the Apoſtles, that the Apoſtles 
.. 2 — | on 
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A Defence of the Rights 
themſelves baptiz'd any of their numerous 
Converts; and St. Paul, tho he baptiz'd a few 
at Corinth, yet he made this Proteſtation, that 
Chriſt ſent him not to baptize, but to preach. 

If none can teach and baptize but the Suc- 


ceſſors of the Apoſtles, how came Deacons, ' 
who are allow'd to do both, to be Succeſſors 


of the Apoſtles, when we find they were only 


conſtituted to look after the Poor? and conſe- 


quently, in Teaching and Baptizing they acted 
by no other Right than what was in common 
to all Chriſtians, from whom they were no 


_ otherwiſe diſtinguiſh*d than by their Office of 
ſerving of Tables; and in that indeed they were 


the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, who quitted 
that Imploy, that they might the better at- 
tend on Preaching the Goſpel. 


Nothing can be more precarious, than to 
make, as our Divines generally do, Biſhops in 


ſome things Succeſſors of the Apoſtles exclu- - 
five of Presbyters, and Presbyters in ſome ex- 


cluſive of Deacons, and Deacons in others ex- 


claſive of the People: tho if none but the Suc- 


ceſſors of the Apoſtles were capable of bap- 


tizing, every one wou'd be their Succeſſors; 
ſince it has been the Voice of the Church in all 
Ages, that Baptiſm, by whomſoever done, 
was valid and not to be reiterated; which 


cou'd not be, if the Power of doing it was 


not left in common, but God had appropriated 


to particular Officers, as Succeſſors of the Apo- 


Hes, the admitting People into the Church by 


"Baptiſm : for then Admiſſion by them wou'd | 


* 
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*Coveuants in his Name, becauſe no one can re- 


RES 


e the ChriſtianChurch; 
preſent God, or tranſa& Covenants in his 
Name, but he whom God himſelf has ap- 
pointed for that end. FEY 
Beſides, I wou'd be glad to know how they 
who only ſprinkle an Infant, uncapable for 
ſome years to be taught, can pretend to be the 


Apoſtles Succeſſors in Teaching, and then in 
| Baptizing, or Dipping, as that Word in Scrip- 


ture always ſignifies, thoſe they have taught? 


berty to make ſo great a Change, contrary to 


Or how can they who think themſelves at li- 


the expreſs Text, pretend, when they have no 


Text to countenance it, that they, as Succeſ- 


ſors of the Apoſtles, have the ſole Right to 


baptize? 


As this Text is ſufficient, in our Preacher's 
Judgment, to deprive all but ſuch as the Suc- 


ceſſors of the Apoſtles have authoris'd, from 


the Right of Teaching and Baptizing : fo 


Earth ſhall be bound in Heaven, and whatſoever 


ye ſhall looſe on Earth, ſhall be loos'd in Heaven; 


from theſe words, Whoſeſoever Sins ye remit Joh. 20. 23 
they ſhall be remitted, and whoſeſoever Sins ye retain NM . 
ſhall be retained ;, and whatſoever ye ſhall bind on NMat. 1 8.18. 


"> af 


he wou'd have it thought that the Power of Ex- 


longs by Divine Right to the Clergy, as Suc- 


communication, and of all Church-Cenſures, be- 


ceſſors of the Apoſtles : becauſe it can, as he 


ſaith, be rationally underſtood of nothing but the 


Exerciſe of Acts of Authority and Furiſdiction. 


But if there be no words by which Succeſ- 
ſors may be infer'd, let what will be con- 
vey'd in theſe words, it's impoſſible to prove 


they belong to any but to thoſe to whom they 


tho they are both in the ſame Circumſtances : 
But did not the Circumſtances of the Apoſtles 


— 8 
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were ſpoken, becauſe Matters of Favour and 
Grace may be given to ſome and not to others, 


9 N va. 7 4 oY * fry * * 9 0d * 9 , 2 4 * : 6 a * 
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_« Abſolution which the 
% pronounc'd before. 
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differ almoſt infinitely from thoſe of the pre- 
ſent Clergy ? Are they ſent as Chriſt ſent the 
Apoſtles, when he breathed on them, and gave 
them the Holy Ghoſt, ſaying, As the Father 
ſent me, ſo ſend I you? Are they infallibly 


led into all Truth? Have they the Faculty of 


diſcerning of Spirits, of giving the Holy 

Ghoſt, of working Miracles ? Do they, when 
in their warm Benefices they make ſuch Ha- 
rangues as theſe on that Goſpel which is now 


in every one's hands, reveal a new Goſpel to 
all Nations with the hazard 
the Apoſtles did? 


of their Lives, as 


Beſides, ſuch an Implication as this can ne- 
ver take from the Church or People the natural 


| Right they have of judging Offences, and of f 


avoiding thoſe that commit them, which be- 


longs to them by virtue of that natural Liberty 
they have over their own Actions; and conſe- 


quently to deprive them of this Right, there 
ought to be produc'd a Law, as plain and ex 


preſs as the Law of Nature Which gives it 


them. But inſtead of that, he has not given 


the leaſt proof, that the Power of Binding and 


Looſing relates to Excommunication, which by 
a great number of Texts the Author of the 


Rights has prov'd to belong to the Church, or 
Body of the Faithful; of which he has taken 


no notice, except it be included in his ſaying, 
«© paul deliver'd the Inceſtuous Corinthian over 
« to Satan, and afterwards forgave him; and 
« by virtue of that Forgiveneſs, ratify'd that 

e Church of Corinth had 


But had Paul by his own Authority deliver'd 


over to Satan the Inceſtuous Corinthian, how | 


came the Church of Corinth aſſembled together 


to have a Right to abſalve him whom St. Paul 


alone 


\ —_ —_ 
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of the Chriſtian Church, 


alone had condemn'd ? This had been in them 


the higheſt Sacrilege, and St. Paul wou'd not, 


nor cou'd not ratify a null Sentence given by 


an incompetent Authority, tho he might pro- 
nounce a new one. A Ratiſication mult either 


ſuppoſe an Appeal brought by the Perſon who 
had receiv'd the Benefit of the Abſolution ; or 
elſe that, to make the Sentence valid, it was 


neceſſary St. Paul and the People of Corinth 


ſhou'd concur. But St. Paul ſuppoſes the Peo- 


ple of Corinth had a power to deliver the Corin- 1 Cor. 5. 


thian over to Satan, otherwiſe he wou'd never 


have blam'd them for not doing it, or have 

encourag'd 'em to do it, by telling 'em that 
tho he was abſent in Body, yet he was preſent 
in Spirtt or Mind; that therefore they ſhould, 


when yore together with his Spirit, that 
is, as if he were preſent and voting amongſt 


them, deliver ſuch a one over to Satan. And 
to interpret any thing in this Chapter, as if 
the People had not a Power to judg of Offences, 
and to puniſh the Offender by ſeparating from 


him, would be to make the Apoſtle contradict 


himſelf; becauſe, as he faith, God « ro judge 
them without, ſo he ſays, They are to judg them 
within: And accordingly, he bad them exerciſe 
that Judgment, in putting away not only that 
wicked Perſon, but all other Brethren they 


ſhou'd judg to be Covetous, Prunkards, Railers, 


Fornicators, &c. VV 
It's ſaid, that tho the People are to judg, 
yet theirs is only a private judgment of Diſ- 
cretion. But if they muſt judg and act ac- 
cording to this judgment of Diſcretion, by 
avoiding thoſe they judg to be ill Men, this 
veſts the Power of Excommunication in them. 
And we find, that 'tis they who are to warn the 1 Theſſ. 4. 
Dnruly, and to ſee PE none render Evil for Evil, 14, 15. 
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Rom. 16. to mark thoſe who cauſe Offences, and to avoid 
17. them; and "tis the Brethren, the Spiritual Bre- 
Gal. 6. 1. thren, who are to reſtore one taken in a Fault. 
| Nay, the Power of abſolving the Inceſtuous 
Corinthian was ſo fully in the People of Corinth, 
that St. Paul uſes both Arguments and Intrea- 
| ties to perſuade 'em to forgive him, and to re- 
2 Cor, 2. mit the Puniſhment inflicted of the many. 5 
A s this ſhews the Clergy can claim no 
Power by Divine Right in inflicting Church- 
Cenſures ; ſo the Power of the Keys, or of 

Binding and Looſing, ſeems to conſiſt in 

another thing, as will appear from the Oc- 

caſion of our Saviour's firſt mentioning it 

to St. Peter, which was to recompenſe him 

for acknowledging him to be the Chriſt, the 
Son of the living God for upon his owning. 

it, our Saviour declares him to be a Rock on 
which he will build his Church; and then adds 
Mat. 16,19 theſe words, 7 will give thee the Keys of the 
NY 4 e of Heaven, and whatſoever thou ſhalt 
bind on Earth ſhall be bound in Heaven, and 
whatſoever thou ſhalt looſe on Earth ſhall be loos'd 
in Heaven: that is, he wou'd entruſt him with 
publiſhing that Goſpel, which is the Keys of 
the Kingdom of Heaven, which if People be- 
lieve and practiſe, Heaven's Gates ſhall be un- 
lock'd to them by him, the happy Inſtrument 
_of bringing them into the way of Salvation ; 
but if they obſtinately refuſe, Heaven's Gates 
mall be ſhut againſt them. And as this Pro- 
miſe, the greateſt that could be made to Mor- 

. tals, was firſt given to St. Peter, ſo he was the 

' firſt who publiſh'd the Glad Tidings of Salva- 
tion both to Fews and Gentiles. But as the reſt 
pf the Apoſtles were likewiſe the Miniſters of 
w 8 2Cor,6,18, Reconciliation, and propagated the Goſpel to 
_- = * + all Nations; ſo the ſame Power is confer'd 
. 5 — 
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-on them, with this difference, that what is 
call'd Binding and Looſing in one place, is 


— 
— 


. call'd Retaining and Remitting in the other. 
8 And that this is the meaning of one place as 
„ well as the other, is plain from St. Mark, who 


makes our Saviour ,expreſs the ſame thing in 
other words, in ſaying to his Diſciples, Go into 
the World, and preach the Goſpel to every Creature; 
He that believes and is baptiz'd ſhall be ſaved, 
and he that believes not (ſhall be damn d. So that 
it is evident, none had the Power of the Keys 
of the Kingdom of Heaven, in ſo full and 
ample a manner as the Apoſtles; and conſe- 
quently, whether this Power taken in a more 
limited ſenſe be confin'd to the Clergy, is the 
ſole Queſtion. „ 8 
To which the memorable Mr. Hales ſhall Hales's 
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A anſwer for me, who ſaith, (The Anſwer is in Power of 
s c no caſe hard to give,perchance it may be dan- the Keys, 1 
e e gerous; for there is a Generation of Men in 
3 « the World, the Clergy they call them, who imm 
4 % propriate the Keys to themſelves, and would bl 
4 e be very angry, ſhou'd others from themſelves | 
N <« claim a Right to them. Every one, ſo far 4 
f e forth as he has Underſtanding in the ways of 1 
- % Life, has now the Keys of the Kingdom of 
- Heaven committed to him both for his own  _ | 
t and others uſe. Every one, of what State 

„ *« or Condition ſoever, that hath any occaſion f 

3 e offer'd him to ſerve another in the way of i 

SG « Life, Clergy or Laity, Male or Female, . 


de whatſoever he be, hath the Keys not only 

e for himſelf, but 5 Benefit of hers: Ag | 
1 may add, That the poor Captive Maid, who guat: 
comrartnd the Ierians, made better uſe of the — 4 
Keys, than Millions of that Generation of 
Men call'd the Clergy have done. But this 
Good Man goes on, and faith, “ Sir (ſpeaking 
1 i, ll „„ a | N to 
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to a Popiſh Prieſt) © be not angry to ſee others 
„ join with you in part of your Charge; I 
©« wou'd all the Lord's People did preach, and 


ce that every Man did think himſelf bound to 


ee diſcharge a part of the common Good, and 
& make account that the Care of others Souls 
d concern'd him as well as his own: When 
e the Apoſtles took order to ordain ſome, 
& upon whom the publick Burden of the Goſ- 
(. pel ſhould-lie, it was not their purpoſe to 

« appropriate the thing to thoſe Perſons alone. 

But I remit the Reader to the Book, where he 
will ſee a great deal-more to the ſame intent ; 
tho I can't omit to take notice, that he de- 
mands of his Adverſary, who pretends to a 
Judicial Power, © What Active, what Judiciary 


e part can any Miniſter of the Goſpel have 


* in Binding? For when a Man falls into Mor- 
ce tal Sin, does the Gate of Heaven ſtand open 
« to him, till he falls on ſome curſt Prieſt (for 
ſo the Good Man expreſts himſelf) “ that uſes 
« his Key to ſhut it? And if turning one out 
of the Church be binding of his Sins, and 
keeping one in the Church muſt be looſing 
them, conſequently every man's Salvation or 
Damnation depends on the Clergy's keeping 
in or turning him out of the Church. _ 
And here I might ask the Preacher, whether 
this Venerable Man does not as much inſult the 
Prieſthood as the Author of the Rights; ſince 
he overthrows the whole Foundation on which 
he builds all the juriſdiction of the Prieſt, in 
making the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven 
to be the Doctrine of the Gofpel. The Popiſn 
Prieſts endeavour to keep theſe Keys to them- 
ſelves, by excluding the Laity from the Scrip- 
ture: but *tis to be hop'd that the Proteſtant 
Laity will not have ſo much Senn 
„ IS Thel 
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their Prieſts, as to part with theſe Keys which 
the Infinite Goodneſs of God has put into their 
hands, or, which is the ſame thing, not to uſe 
them an. up. as in their Conſcience they judg 
they ought to do, leſt thereby they virtually throw 
aſide the Scriptures. FE 5 

That the Power of Binding and Looſing is 
not confin'd to any particdlar Set of Men, is 
plain from Mat. 18. where our Saviour gives 
Directions how a private Man is to behave 
himſelf in caſe his Brother treſpaſs againſt ' 
him; and the Steps he is to take are theſe: 
| Firſt he is to endeavour to perſuade him in pri- 
vate to do him juſtice, then to take with him 
one or two more; and if he negle& to hear 
them, then he is to tell it to the Church or 
Congregation. And as an Encouragement 
to private Perſons to take this Method, our Sa- 

viour adds, Whatſoever ye ſhall bind on Earth 

| ſhall be bound in Heaven, and whatſoever ye- 
hall looſe on Earth ſhall be loos d in Heaven: that 
is, Whoſoever iafter he has been thus dealt 
with remains obſtinate, he will be bound in 
Heaven ; but if he repents, you have gain'd a 
Soul, or you have caus'd him to be loos'd in 
Heaven. And our Saviour's Advice ſeems to 
be built upon this Precept in the Law, Thou 
in any wiſe rebuke thy Neighbour, and not ſuffer 
Sin upon him: ſo that which is Looſing in one 


Palüace, is not ſuffering Sin upon him in another. 


And 'tis in this ſenſe St. Peter takes it, becauſe 
he immediately asks how often one muſt for- 
give his Brother. And that this was the ſenſe 
of Binding and Looſing amongſt thoſe to whom 
our Saviour ſpoke, is plain from the Fewiſh 
Writers, with whom that Phraſe is moſt 
r 
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ſhalt not hate thy Brother in thy heart; thou ſhalt x ev. 19.1 | 
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frequent; and thoſe amongſt them, whoſe 

buſinefs it was to tell Men what was lawful 

and what was unlawful, were call'd, Doctores 

Ligandi & Solvendi. Had our Saviour meant 
here a Power to exclude Men from the Lord's 
Supper, it was impoſſible he ſnou'd be under- 

ſtood, becauſe That was not then inſtituted ; 

and he would have been as little under- 

ftood, if he had meant by tell the Church, 

go to Law. in the Biſhops Courts (inſtituted 

long after) for matters of Treſpaſs. And if 

the Fathers expound this Text thus, as may be 

feen from Grotius and Dr. Whitby on this place, 

the Preſumption is, that it is ſcarce capable of 

another ſenſe. And I may add, that in the 

Form of Coronation of Charles I. compos'd 

by the Archbiſfop, Biſhop Laud, and other 
Biſhops, there's a Clauſe in one of the Prayers 
Heylin's to give him (the King) Peter's Keys of Diſci- 

— of pline, and Paul's of Doctrine; which had been a 

5. 2 very wicked Prayer, had they with our Preacher 
136. believ'd that the Keys either of Diſcipline or 
* Doctrine belong'd by Divine Right to the Cler- 
gy, who were then ſo fond of this Form of 
Coronation, that they deſign'd to have made 

it perpetual. CF 
Our Preacher, who is moſt confident where 
le 1s moſt miſtaken, faith with his uſual Ora- 
W P. 16, r7. tory ; When our Saviour told his Apoſtles three 
= — #/everal times, when upon Earth, that the ( upright ) 
Seutence given by the proper Officer below ſhou d be 
ratiſ d above, did he not certainly know his own 
Mind, eſpecially in a matter entirely in his own 
power? And if ſo, what have we to do to contra- 
dict it? Are theſe things to be found in Scripture, 
or are they not? If they are, why ſhould we be 
unwilling to receive this auy more than the other 

Commandments of Jeſus Chriſt? We ſee mw 
e he" + 80... 
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fore the Neceſſity which thoſe who caſt off all Church- 


Power are under to make Religion only a Human 
Inſtitution. | 


This is in effect ſaying, Except you will call 


Mr. Wotton Maſter, and own him to be an in- 


fallible Interpreter of Scripture, even when 


what he dictates appears infinitely abſurd, you 
neceſſarily deſtroy all Religion. The Pope is 
not ſo aſſuming ; he allows thoſe who differ 


from him ſtill to be Chriſtians : whereas if you 
differ from our infallible Preacher, you ſtrait- 


way become a mere Infidel; nay, under a ne- 
ceſſity of making Religion only a Human In- 
J EE 3 5 

And now having ſhewn thoſe Texts on 
which Mr. Wotton endeavours to build a Divine 


Right in the Clergy, to inflict Cenſures and 


execute all Church-Offices excluſively of all 


others, if not to make againſt, yet not to be 
for him; the Church ſtill retains her Right 
to appoint all her Officers, and to determine 


all Matters relating to Diſcipline, as they jeag 
moſt proper for the End for which that was 


inſtituted. And all Precedents, the only thing 


which can be urg'd where Laws are wanting, 
drawn from the Practice of the primitive 


Church, will not prove it ſo much as lawful, 
in Circumſtances ſo widely different from theirs, 
to conform to them. But however, I ſhall 
conſider his Inſtances, tho not without firſt 
taking notice, that tho he ſays Chriſt appointed 
a perpetual Prieſthood to adminiſter the Sa- 
craments, yet he does not offer ſo much as at 
one Precedent to prove that Chriſtians at firſt 
receiv'd the Sacrament from the hands of che 
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| Clergy : And indeed how could they, ſince, as 


Tertullian obſer ves, the receiving it ſo was one 
of the Innovations of After-times, the Lord 
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but to all Chriſtians in general &? 
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committing it not to a certain Order of Men; 


As for our Preacher's Iaſtances about Bap- 


tiſm, did he not aſſume to himſelf a Power to 
make Scripture, they wou'd be directly againſt 


him; for he faith, the Apoſtles did ordain 
Deacons not only to take care of the Poor, but 


_ alſo to baptize New Converts. Either he has a 
Bible different from every body's, or elſe he 


P. 8. 


Acts 10.47 


is guilty of a downright Forgery, in adding a 
Power of Baptizing to the Commiſſion of the 
Deacons; becauſe in the ſixth of the Acts, 
where they have their Commiſſion, we find no 

ſuch Power granted them. So for the ſame 
reaſon he alters the Scripture in another place, 
and faith, Peter Yaptiz'd Cornelius and his Com- 
pany, tho the Text only ſaith he commanded 
it. But I ought to do him this piece of Juſtice 


as to obſerve, that within two Pages he con- 


Z tradicts himſelf, and faith Peter's Aſſiſtants 


baptiz'd them, But as the Scripture no where 


calls the Brethren, who accompany'd Peter 


13. 


from Joppa, bis Aſſiſtants; ſo if it had, that 


wou'd not have prov'd they were ordain'd, 


1 ſince the Great Apoſtle of the Gentiles calls 
Rom. 16. 


Priſcilla, a Tentmaker's Wife, his Helper in 
Our Preacher, loth to have it thought, that 


not onty the firſt Converts of the Gentiles, but 


even their great Preacher was baptiz'd by a 
Layman, faith, That as Interpreters generally 
agree, Anamas who bapt i2'd St. Paul Was ord 4 wt, 

5 55 there was a very antient Tradition, that he was 
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* * Enchariſtiz Sacramentum & in rempore victus & om- 


nibus mandatum a Domino, etiam antelucanis Cœtibus, nec 
de aliorum manibus niſi Praſidentium ſumimus. Tertul. 
% ; 
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one of the Seventy Diſciples. And fince God 
thought fit not to go out of the common Road in 

the Ceremony of Initiation in this miraculous caſe, 
we can't reaſonably ſuppoſe he wo go out of that 
Road in the Choice of the Perſon who was to per- 
form this Ceremony. 3 9 1 | 
If the common Road among the Jews, from 
whom this Ceremony was borrow'd, was to 
have it left in common, and our Preacher has 
offer*d nothing to ſhew., it was chang'd, Ana- 
niass baptizing, tho only a bare Diſciple, was 
not going out of the common Roam And 

Imay as well argue, that if it was lawful for none 
to baptize but one ordain'd, or for none to lay 
on Hands but a Biſhop, as Ananias did both; 
the Holy Ghoſt, to prevent a,Miſtake in a mat- 
ter of this conſequence, wou'd have call'd him 

Biſhop inſtead of 4 certain Diſciple. That did 

not require ſo many words to expreſs it, as 
ſaying, One Ananias, a devout Man according to Actsꝛ2. 12 
the Law, having a good Report of all the Jews thit | 
dwelt at Damaſcus. At leaſt inthe Viſion Paul 
had of the Man nam d Ananias, he would have 
appear*d in his Pontificalibus. But ſuppoſe Ana- 
nias to have been one of the Seventy, their 
Commiſſion, which was but temporary, as ap- 
pears from Luke 10. 17. could not, after it 
was expir'd, have authoriz'd him to baptize 
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Beſides, if the Seventy did baptize, that 
not being in their Commiſſion, they did it b 


the common Right of Diſciples. And if, as *Y 
Pr. Whitby obſerves, our Saviour's Diſciples did Annot. on 
not baptize into the Name of Chriſt, or exact Joh. 7.22. 
a Belief that he was the Chriſt, for he forbad {| 
his Diſciples to divulge that till he was riſen 
from the Dead; they cou'd only baptize, as Mat. 16.20 
Jon and his Diſciples had done, into the * — 
"0 ne ; e fi 
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48 4 Defence of the Rights 
bf the Meſſihh that was to come. And if thoſe 
who were baptiz d with John's Baptiſm were 
baptiz'd afreſn into the Name of Jeſus after 
P. 9. the Reſurrectien, as the Preacher rightly ob- 
ſerves from Act, 19. Ananias's Commiſſion to 
baptize, as one of the Seventy, cou'd extend 
only to the firſt Baptiſm; and not to that inſti- 
tuted after the Reſurrection. 


* 


14 Jo prove that none can preach without Or- 
FT. 10, 11. dination, he ſaith, That St. Paul, tho he had a 
= Celeſtial Miſſion, yet when he was ſent abroad to 
preach the Goſpel, was particularly ordain'd or 
conſecrated by the Apoſtles. Before that indeed; 
St. Paul had publickly declar d what wonderful 
things God had wrought for him in his Converſion, 
and had diſputed with the unbelieving Jews, as 
any other private Chriſtian might do; yet ſtill he 
had no ſolemn Miſſion. And therefore when the 
Holy Ghoſt commanded the Apoſtles to ſeparate 
Paul and Barnabas for the Work to which he had 
call'd them, they faſted and pray d, and laid 
their hands upon them, and ſent them forth _ 
If St. Paul was a private Chriſtian before 
| this Miſſion, it is plain, private Chriſtians cou'd 
5 preach the Goſpel: For upon his Converſion 
Ads 9.26, he ſtraitway preach d Chriſt in the Synagogues: 
2s 11. a6. And before this Miſſion Paul and Barnabas for a 
1 whole year together aſſembled themſelves with the 
4 Church, and taught much People, and the Diſci- 
ples were call d Chriſtians firſt at Antioch. Why 
this was not as much Preaching as any thing 
St. Paul did afterward, I can ſee no reaſon. 
Nothing but our Preacher's taking his Senti- 
ments not from the Bible, which one wou'd be 
apt to think he never read, but from Syſtems 
.-T of Divinity, cou'd make him talk thus; for 
= theſcallow private Chriſtians to diſpute, but 
11 not to preach: and therefore he thought ge 
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of the Chriſtian Church, 49 
he might ſafely venture to ſay, Paul did nor preach, but 
only diſpute ; tho Preaching in the Scriprure-Senſe of the 
Word is by Diſputing (the beſt method of convincing 
Gainſayers) or any other way proving Jeſus to be the Meſ- 
ſiab. And theſe Syſtems not allowing an Interior Order to 
ordain or conſecrate to a Superior Order, makes him affirm, 
that it was the Apoſtles to whom the Holy Ghoſt ſaid, Se- 
parate me Paul and Barnabas: whereas the Text faith, that Acts 1 36 
it was to certain Prophets and Teachers in the Church of 
Antioch, that the Holy Ghoſt ſpake, not to give Paul a Right 
ro preach, but to inform him where he was to preach tor a 
ſeaſon : for, as the. Text ſaith, They were ſent forth by the Ver. 4. 
Holy Ghoſt, So after Paul and Barnabas had preach'd 1n 
thoſe places ro which they were ſent, they return'd to An- 
tiach, from whence they had been recommended to the Grace of AQs14.26 
Ged for the Work which they had fulfill d. So that it Paul © 
preach'd as a private Chriſtian before this Miſſion, he did 
ſo after he had fulfill'd it. And in this Miſſion the Teachers 
and Prophets were no otherwiſe concern'd than to tell Paul 
what was reveal d to them; which Revelation he was ob- 
lig'd to obey, tho they had not laid Hands upon him, which 
was no part of the Command of the Holy Ghoſt, bur a 
Fewiſh Cuſtom, practis'd on Perſons of all Ages and Con- 
ditions, when there was any extraordinary Occaſion to pray 
for them. And as we ſee, that in this Ordination, it it may 
be ſo call d, the Laying on of Hands with Prayers was ſubſe-⸗ 
quent to it, and was nothing authoritative, but a recnmending 
Paul and Barnabas to the Grace of God; fo the Preſumprion is, 
that at firſt in all Ordinations the Laying on of Hands with 
Prayers was not ordaining a Perſon, but recommending 
him to the Grace of God for rightly executing that Office to 
which the whole Church had ordain'd him. Nor do ve 
find that having Hands laid on a Man was any of the Qua- 
lifications that were requiſite to admit a Perton to either of 
the two Orders of the Church, tho always ud after he was 
made a Deacon, Elder or Biſuop. th „„ 
Our Preacher, in purſuit of his beloved Scheme, makes Gift 
and Ordination the ſame; and that the beſtowing the Gift 
that Timothy bad by Prophecy with the Laying on of Hands 
of the Presbytery, was ordaining him. Bur becauſe this is 
not conſiſtent with his Scheme, that Timothy ſhould be 
ordain'd by the Presbytery 3 therefore he makes 2 Tim. p. 11. 
1.6. to contradi 1 Tim. 4. 14. by ſuppoſing the Gift that 
was in him to be only by the putting on of Paul's Hands, 
exeluſively of the Frabyeery: Bur if receiving the __ ; 
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of the Holy Ghoff by laying on of Hands was the ſame a; 
being ordain'd, it will prove that as all Converts were or- 
dain'd, fince at firſt they had all the Gift of the Holy 
Ghoſt, by laying on of the Hands of the Apoſtles; ſo 
ſince the earlieſt Times none have been ordain d, be- 
cauſe none have had the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, And our 
Preacher of all Men had the leaſt reaſon to make them the 
lame, except he had a mind to diſown his Orders; nay, 
to ſhe that without a miracle he was not capable of Or- 
dination, fince nothing leſs than that, tho the Gift ſignify d 
nothing extraordinary, can make him a gifted Man. 

'Tis no wonder that I=zymen generally get the better 
of the Clergy in Controverſies of Divinity, fince thoſe take 
their Sentiments from the Scriptures themſelves, while 

theſe tranſcribe their Notions from one another. And had 
the Divines aſſembled at Newport Pagnell been better 
vers d in che Scriptures than their Preacher, tis to be pre- 
ſum'd they would have had more regard to their Repu- 
ration, than to require the Publication of ſuch a Sermon, 
except they did it to expoſe him for affronting them with 
ſuch a Diſcourſe: If fo, they had indeed a ſufficient Re- 
And now I have but one thing more to conſider, and 
which the Preacher ſeems not to have conſider'd at all, 
and chat is his Text; ſince he ſuppoſes that all bur the 

Succeſſors of the Apoſtles are excluded from Preaching, as 
our Miniſters do now, by making a ſer Harangue on ſome 

| _ Verſe in a Chapter on the Bible; becauſe the Apoſtle bid 
Timothy to commit the things that he had heard of him 
amongſt many Witneſſes to faithful Men, who ſhould be 
able co reach others alſo. That this was Timothy's Duty, is 
no doubt; but that all choſe many Witneſſes, who had 
learnt the Goſpel from St. Paul, were forbid to commit the 
fame, except they were ordain'd, ro Men who ſhou'd 
| fairhfully repreſenc it to others, is what he has not at- 
tempted to ſhew : and therefore 1 ſhall only ſay, that as 
Faithfulneſs and Ability in relating to others what they had 
heard themſelves are the only Requiſites in this Text, ſo 1 
aàm afraid both thoſe wou'd have excluded our Preacher, 
had he liv'd in thoſe days, from this Truſt. For he who 
chro failure of either, or both of theſe Requiſites, miſ- 
repreſents 2 Goſpel that's now in Writing, and in every 
body's Cuſtody, would have been a very unfic Perſon co 
be entruſted wick is, while ie was only an Oral Tra- 
d — N . em 1 
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b f the Chriſtian Church. 
| As T think 'tis now time to diſmiſs the Preacher, ſo 
| for the future I ſhall no mate regard, by whomſoever re- 
 B commended, ſuch Squibs and Crackers of the Pulpir, 
; which make ſome noiſè for a while, and then go out in a 


( ſtink. One Reaſon why 1 made theſe Remarks on the 

: firſt Sermon that has been publiſh'd againſt the Rights of 

q the Church, was to ler People ſee I wou'd nor deſert fo | 

ax good a Cauſe; which otherwiſe ſome might imagine, if | 

1 they did not ſee in a ſhort time a Reply to any of thoſe | g 
Anſwers, which, if Report be true, are preparing from all — 

C Quarters: to each of which I deſign not to anſwer ſingly, but 

0 ſhall, by Divine Aſſiſtance (as moſt beneficial to the Reader, as 

4 well as moſt eaſy to the Writer) conſider in the Second Part 

d all that is material in them. And the longer Iam in finiſning 

er that Part, the more Anſwers I ſhall have before me. And as by 

it this method I ſhall not be oblig'd to repeat the ſame things 

over and over, which would be unavoidable if I were to 

n, reply to each ſingly; fol think I may affirm, I hive an- 

th ſwer'd the main part of Dr. Turner's Arguments from Scrip- 

e- ture (from Reaſon there are none to anſwer) before I 

ſaw it, in my ſhort Reply to this Sermon. 

ad Had not I perceiv'd, by the Title] he gives himſelf, 

II, that he was Vicar of Greenwich, 1 ſhould have concluded 

he him a Nonjuror ; ſince I cou'd not imagine how any one 

as cou'd own the preſent Government, and take the Oaths 

ne relating to the Succeſſion, who makes ic to be a great fun- 

1d damental Error, that the Civil Magiſtrate derives his Power 

im from the People. And I had as little reaſon ro conclude 

be him a Proteſtant, ſince he ſaith, The other (great fundamen- vindic. of 

is tal Error) as notoriouſly falſe, and if poſſible more abundantly the Rights 

ad miſchievous, u this, That every man has a natural Right of of the 

he I worſhipping God according to Conſcience, and, in all matters of Church 

yd Religion, of fo following the Didtates of his own Conſcience, p. 2. , 

at I becauſe as to theſe matters Men are ſtill in a State of Na- 

2s ture. The Senſe of which words he endeavours, with the 


ſame Ingenuity as the Preacher, to miſrepreſent thro a long a 
tedious Diſcourſe. 35 Rt EP: . 1 
Had he not put his Name to the Book, in all likelihood, | 
it would have been ſaid, that tho the Writer perſonared | 
a Clergyman, yet ir was compos'd by the Author of the .- 
Rights, or ſome of his ſuppos'd Club. And if the Cham * 
pions of the Independency continue to write thus, tbhcbke 
very Women will quickly ſee into the Cheat, and how 
they proſtitute their Conſciences for the ſake of their 1 
„ Power; and that in yriting after this manner they make ſe- ll 
R 1 — | 
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verer Reſlections on the Cletgyy than the Author of he 

Rights is capable of ding. i would not have the 
Reader prejudic'd in d of the Rights of the Church by 
the weak Attacks theſe aeriblert make on it, ſo the only 
Favour I am to beg ot hing ; ro conſider the Argu- 
ments, as they ſtand in che W and nor as they are. 
curtal'd, maim'd, or mifrepreſented by Adverſaries. The 
deſign'd Brevity of this Pamphlet will not allow me te 
give above one Inſtance of this Author's Reaſoning, who 
to prove that Mankind have not a Righr to worſhip God 
according to their Conſciences, affirms, That the Civil 
« Magiſtrate in every Kingdom muſt have a Right finally to 
“ judg and determine what Religious Principles ſhall be 
“ publickly allow'd and tolerated in his Kingdom: nay, 
that a Man has 2 Right to offer Reaſons for the promoting 
his Religion, only fo far forth as the Wiſdom of the Govern- 
ment will permit this Praftice. If a private Man keep his 
Religion within his Breaſt, he is ſafe; but if he goes 
farther, it makes him liable to be puniſh'd : and his Reaſon 
is, © becauſe'cis not his Province to judg for his Brethren, 
and to determine what Princij les ſhall be publiſh'd and 
« propagated, and promoted amongſt other Men; but the 
« Prince with the Supreme Legiſlative Power has the ſole 
* Right and Authority under God of judging and deter. 
“ mining this. If this be fo, then, when rhe Idolatrous 
Kings of Iſrael did finally judg and determine that no 
other Worſhip but that of Baal ſhou'd be publickly allow'd 
and tolerated, it was ill done in any of their Subjects to 
join together to worſhip the True God ; nay, to argue or 
reœaſon in behalf of Fehovah, it thoſe Tdolatrous Kings 
wou'd not allow it. Nay, by his Hypotheſis our Saviour 
Was oblig'd to keep his Religion to himſelf, and not to 
make Converts, or teach them to aſſemble together for 


Divine Worſhip in his Name: And all Chriſtians who from 


the beginning to this day had done ſo, when the Magiſtrate 
+ Had finally judg'd and determin'd that their Religion was 
not to be publickly allow'd and tolerated, were guilty of 
ſeditious Practices. It ſhews the deep Reach of this worthy 
Author, that while he is aſſerting rhe Divine Independent 
Right of the Prieſts to preach, he lays down ſuch Princi- 
ples as make it unlawiul for Men to have any Preachers, or 
| Indeed any Religious Aſſemblys, except the Magiſtrate, 
who is the final Judg in theſe matters, is pleas d to allow 
them, And ſo fond is he of this Notion, that he affirms, 


P. 24% t all Chriſtizns wou'd bus faithfully end ſincerely govern 
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of the Chriſtian Church. 
& themſeves by this Principle, it would effectually and to- 
ce tally prevent all inhuman Cruelties and outrageous Bar- 
cc barities of one Communion towards another, which have 
© made Chriſtianiry ſo great a Scandal, and a Name of Deri- 
& ſion and Contempt amongſt its Enemies. But till he can 


convince Chriſtians, that 'tis not their Duty publickly to 
Vorſnip God if the CVil. Magiſtrate will not allow it, this 


Principle can protect none but Men of no Church and no 
Religion. I ſhall ſay no more, and I think I ought to beg 


the Reader's Pardon for ſaying ſo much of an Author, who 


reaſons thus throughout his whole Book; for to do him 


juſtice, tis all of a piece. What ſcandalizes me, is to ſee 


a Brace of ſuch Divines, who tho they agree to write againſt 


the Rights of the Church, yet differ whether the Power 


they both contend for is Independent or not: for the 


53 


of the 


And now I have nothing more to do, than to take no- Church, 


tice of a popular Objection againſt the Rights of the Church, p. 95. 
That it tends to bring in Confuſion and Diſorder, by allow- 


ing every one provided of Abilitys to be capable of officia- 
ting in Eccleſiaſticals; and conſequently, whatever is pre- 


tended, that Book can't be writ in Vindication of the Church 
e | 


But the allowing a Man of ſufficient Abilitys a Capacity to 
diſcharge Church-Offices, no more makes him an Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Miniſter, than the allowing a Man a Capacity to 
_ diſcharge Civil Offices makes him a Civil Miniſter, And as 
none can officiate in any Church, whether chat Church will 
or no; ſo we ſee in all thoſe Churches, that can't pretend 
their Miniſters derive their Power by way of Succeſſion, no 
more Confuſion or Diſorder than in other Churches, Nor 
can the allowing this Capacity prejudice the Church of 
England, ſince that does not give a Man a Right to officiate 
there, except he be qualify d according to the Legal Con- 
ſtitution; which is fo far from making a Succeſſion from 
the Church of Rome neceſſary to capacitate a Man for any 
Eccleſiaſtical Office, or for that end owning of it a true 
Church, that her Homilys declare that the Church of Rome, _ 
at it is preſently, and has been for the ſpace of nine hundred Hom, fox 
| Tears and odd, us fo far from the Nature of à true Church, Whitſunday || 
that nothing can be more. It is an Idolatrous Church, and par. 2. 
not only an Harlot, as the Scripture calls her, but alſo a foul, $13... 23 
filthy, old wither'd Harlot, and the Mother of Whoredom, Of Idola- 
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Preacher, as we have already obſery'd, maintains the Power vindic. Jr 
of the Church is not Independent of the Magiſtrate, but the Rights 
the Vicar affirms it is. IO rs 
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A Defence of the Rights 
guilty of the ſame Tdolatry, and worſe than was among ft 
Ethnicks and Gentiles. 2 NT 
Nothing can be more for the Advantage of the Church of 
England than the proving, as the Author of the Rights has 
done, that there's no particular Form of Church:Govern- 
ment eſtabliſh'd by Chriſt ; ſinee that diſarms all the Enemys 
of the Conſtitution, thoſe who have ſworn to it as well 
_ & thoſe who have not, of all their Arguments from Scrip- 
ture againſt it: and Reaſon can afford em none againſt a 
_ Diſcipline fo ſured to the Civil Government, and fo agree» 
able to the Genius of the People, and, what few Churches 
can boaſt of, ſo free from all Ecclefiaſtical Tyrann. 
Was the Author of the Rights miſtaken, yet he oughr 
to be forgiven, ſince he has gone on the ſame Principles as 
our Divines have done in oppoſing Popiſh and Fanatical 
Pretences. And had I time, I could ſhew that Mr. Hookey, 
who was look'd on as a Bulwark of the Church, maintains 
the ſame Principles in Eecleſiaſticals as well as Civils, with 
the Author of the Rights. And I believe there's nothing re- 
_ hating to Church-Government in that Book, but what 
Mr. Hooker has faid inexpreſs terms, or what may be drawn 
from thence by neceſſary Conſequence, _ OR 
The Excellent Biſhop Sanderſon, in his Diſcourſe en- 
titled, Epiſcopacy as eſtabliſh'd by Law not prejudicial to the 
Regal. Power, and publiſh'd in 156 1. affirms, That the King 
has Power, if he ſee cauſe, to ſuſpend any Biſhop from the 
Execution of his Office for ſo long time as he ſhall think good ; 
yea, and to deprive: him utterly of the Dignity and Office of 4 
Biſhop, if he deſerve it. If fo, let any Man tell me how 
to make this conſiſtent with a Biſhop's receiving either his 
Office or Digniry from a ſuperior Power. And what good 
has. the contrary Opinion done the Church, except it be the 
_ exeating aSchiſm in it? Nay, are not all the great Sticklers 
for the Divine Rights of Kings and Biſhops, the greateſt 
Enemys of State and Church; and they who believe net- 
ther, the beſt Friends to both? And if the Clergy of our 
Church will place the Controverſy between themſelves and 
their Adverſaries upon the foot of an immurable Form of 
Chburch- Government, they part with a Subſtance to catch at 
2 Shadow, and put themſelves on a level with all the Pre» 
tenders ta ſuch a Form, and make all rhe Laws relating to 
the Eſtabliſhment. of che Church waſte Paper, till they can 
prove their Dioceſan Epiſcopaey by Seripture (the only 
Raule ot Proteſtaute) ro be of Divine Appointment 
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f the Chriſtian Church. 


The Nation, and their Sovereign Repreſentatives, wilt! 


—— — 


think themſelves as much oblig'd to maintain the Clergy in 
all the Powers, Rights, and Privileges they at preſent en- 
joy, if they gratefully acknowledg to have receiv'd theſe 
from them, as if they pretend to beſtow them on one ano- 


ther whether the Nation will or no. And only Men of ſear d 
Conſciences and hardned Foreheads (in order to fright Peo- 


ple from conſidering what is ſaid againſt them) can pretend 


that the affirming that God has left it to his Church in every 


Country to conſtitute their own Officers, and to dettrmine 


of all ſuch Church · Matters as require a ſpecial Determina- 


tion, tends to weaken the Authority of the Scripture, or 
che Obligation Men are under of ſubmitting to all its Die- 
cates. | 

1 would ask theſe Gentlemen, if God had by a poſitive 


Law plac'd this Power in the Community, Whether thar 


_ ſame thing, if God has not appointed any particular Set of 


Law to place it in the Community, becauſe nothing of this 
nature could be done without their agreeing about it among 


would have taken off from the Authority of the Scripture, 
or any of its Divine Inſtitutions? Nay, whether the Mini- 
ſters they made would not equally have had a Divine Com- 


miſſion, as if they made one another? And is it not the 


Men to do it? fince then there's no need of any poſitive 


themſelves. And this is what the Author of the Rights 


means, when he ſaith, the doing of this belongs of courſe, 


or of Natural Right, to the Community. And our Saviour, 


in commanding Chriſtians to form themſelves into Churches, 


requires them to do all that's neceſſary to it; and conſe- 


quently they are as much oblig'd ro uſe their natural Powers 
(if I may take the liberty ſo to expreſs it) of determin- 


ing every thing neceſſary to it, as if they had been R- 
preſly commanded to do ir. ; And this is ſo far from 


being to the Prejudice of Religion, that on the contrary tis 


che placing this Power in a particular Set of Men, inde- 
pendent of the Church, that tends, as the Author of the 


Rights has prov'd, to the Deſtruction of Religion, and of 
Mens Civil as well as Eccleſiaſtical Liberties. And rho he 
has ſhown that this was the Conſequence, whenever the 
Clergy uſarp'd ſich a Power; yet nothing has been aid by 
the Vicar of Greenwich, or any other, to invalidate the 


Force of his Reaſons, or che Truth of his Remarks, 
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